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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE FOLLOWING are the statistics of the Final and In- 
termediate Examinations, held last month :—At the Final 
Examination the number of candidates examined was 
214; the number of those who passed, 172; and the 
number of those who were postponed, 42. At the Inter- 
mediate Examination the number of candidates exam- 
ined was 358; the number of those who passed, 274; 
and the number of those who were postponed, 84. 





Tue Master or tue Rots has signified that the form 
of order for production of documents in cases in his 
chambers is, in accordance with the Judicature Act, to 
provide that the person desiring inspection of documents, 
who wishes also to take copies and extracts, shall do so 
**at his own expense.” This is a return to the old 
practice in this respect before the Judicature Acts, which 
has since been varied by the chief clerks. A reference 
to form H. 16, in the schedule to the Rules of April, 
1880, will show that the form of order to produce docu- 
ments for inspection in use in the Central Office is 
framed in accordance with the direction now given by 

_ the Master of the Rolls, 





CoNSIDERABLE INCONVENIENCE has been caused to 
the Lye th Court of Appeal by the non-deli- 
very papers on the hearing of appeals. 
Order 36, rule 17a, provides that the party entering an 
action for trial shall deliver to the officer two copies of 





the whole of the pleadings. This rule works well, and 
the duty prescribed is rarely omitted. But no similar 
provision exists as to the Court of Appeal, and it often 
happens that the parties are not prepared at the hearing 
of an appeal to furnish the requisite papers. Not un- 
frequently the only copy of the order appealed from is 
contained in counsel’s brief. Until some rule is made 
requiring papers to be furnished on setting down appeals, 
the appellant’s solicitor should be careful to have them 
in court at the hearing. Three sets of papers should be 
provided for the use of the judges, and one set for the 
use of the officer attending the court. 





Ir 1s unpERsToop that at the meetings of the Council 
of Judges on Saturday and Monday last the proposals of 
the Lord Chancellor for the merging of the Queen’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions into a 
single Division, and the abolition of the offices of Chief 
Justice of the Common Pleas and Chief Baron of the 
Exchequer, were accepted by a large majority. Full 
effect cannot be given to these recommendations without 
an Act of Parliament, and this necessary delay will give 
the opportunity, and we trust will suggest the propriety, 
of making some further alteration in the conduct of 
business. Some alteration is obviously necessary, for 
the foundation on which the present divisional courts 
rest is itself removed when the Divisions are abolished. 
The reconstitution of divisional courts for general 
business may perhaps be found no more rational or 
convenient than was the creation of the short-lived divi- 
sional court at Lincoln’s Inn for the hearing of county 
court appeals. The abolition of divisional courts would 
no doubt necessitate some addition to the business of the 
Court of Appeal, and probably some alteration in the 
conduct of business before the judge in chambers ; but 
such changes would be well repaid by the simplicity and 
order which would take the place of the present confusion 
and uncertainty. ; 





Tue Covncit of the Incorporated Law Society have 
resolved upon the following suggestions as to the pre- 
sent law of bankruptcy, and the alterations and 
amendments which should be made therein :—“ It is de- 
sirable that when a person becomes insolvent, there 
should be one uniform mode of proceeding—viz., by 
bankruptcy. Proceedings in bankruptcy ought to be 
commenced by a debtor by petition, accompanied by an 
account of his assets and debts, verified by affidavit ; or 
by a creditor by petition, with proof of debt, and that 
the debtor has failed to pay the same within fourteen 
days after demand, or has committed some other act of 
bankruptcy ; and the filing of any such petition should be 
a stay of all proceedings against the debtor unless and 
until the court shall otherwise direct. On a debtor being 
declared bankrupt, or previously, after petition, if the 
court shall so order, his estate ought at once to be taken 
possession of by a receiver appointed by the court, until 
the appointment of a trustee. Trustees ought to give 
security in all cases, whether or not this be required by 
the creditors, but the court should have power to regu- 
late the amount of the security, or to dispense with it 
altogether. Such remuneration only ought to be paid 
to trustees as is allowed by general or particular order 
of the court. Trustees ought to render accounts to a 
proper officer of the Court of Bankruptcy, and pay their 
balances into court, as is now done by receivers in chan- 
cery, under a penalty for neglect, Any creditor ought 
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to be able, at his own expense, by leave of the court, to 
summon the bankrupt before the court, and to examine 
him as to his assets, debts, and dealings, and also to 
examine his books and accounts. 
exchange, drawn or indorsed by tle bankrupt, ought’ to 
be treated, for the purpose of voting, as secured credi- 
tors. A bankrupt should remain liable. for his debts 
until the Court of Bankruptcy, after hearing the 
creditors in open court, has given a discharge; such 
discharge not to be granted unless a dividend of at 
least five in the pound has been declared; or 
unless it is proved to the satisfaction of the court that 
the bankruptcy has been occasioned by misfortune or 
accident; and such discharge not in any case to be 
granted if the court shall find that the bankrupt has 
been guilty of overtrading or reckless speculation, or of 
conduct of a fraudulent. character, or that he has not 
kept proper books, or has not made a complete surrender 
of his estate, or has not given full information relating 
thereto. The 125th and 126th sections of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1869, as to liquidation by arrangement and 
composition, should be repealed, and all such arrange- 
ments ought to have the sanction of the Court of Bank- 
ruptecy, after full disclosure and examination of the 
bankrupt. As in the Probate and Divorce Court, a 
judge ought to be appointed to give his whole time to 
bankruptcy and the hearing of all important matters, 
and appeals from the registrars and county court judges ; 
and the Court of Bankruptcy ought to form a Division 
of the High Court of Jnstice. In country cases, appli- 
cations for discharge and for allowance of arrangement, 
composition, or liquidation, at all events, and any other 
proceedings, if required by a creditor, should be heard by 
the county court judge himself. Subject to the fore- 
going resolutions, and to modification of some details, 

in accordance with the report of the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons appointed in the 
last session of Parliament is desirable.” 





Txost who ane creiovs to see how little connection 


randum of Mr. Justice Watkin Williams a striking 
illustration. The “logic” to which the learned judge 
appeals in the first instance is of that sort which admits 
no distinction, and therefore puts all judges on the same 
level as members of the same court; all are to be ordi- 
nary judges. But though a judge is a judge, and there 
is to be no distinction of judges, yet, though business 
is business, there may be a distribution of business, 


“Lords Justices of Appeal.” But 
Lords Justices of Appeal are, after all, 
ordinary judges under 


Justice ond Chlel Baron of the courte whieh he has 
just desteoyed? “Delicate and invisible y” 
scems, “woul be touched” by their ; the 


The holders of bills of. 





armour” who are to wear the insignia, without discharging 
any of the functions, of those they simulate. When a 
mind that set out with so stern a logical, purpose loses 
itself among. ‘‘ delicate and invisible springs,” and 
“indirect but invisible consequenees,” and proceeds to 
contradict flatly the consequence of all its:premisses and 
to state so poor and impotent a conclusion—what can we 
do but wonder what are the subtle ‘‘ springs” that 
have the power to warp it aside from a path where (with- 
out much logic) common sense would seem enough to 


keep it straight ? 





A point which arose on. Wednesday, in a case of 
Humphreys v. Brown, is worthy of notice as showing 
the spirit in which the court, under the- present 
practice, deals with technicalities. The plaintiff had 
delivered his statement of claim in the action, and each 
ofthe two defendants. had delivered a statement of de- 
fence. The plaintiff then-delivered an amended state- 
ment. of claim raising afresh case, and one’ of the 
defendants. obtained leave: to amend his’ statement’ of 
defence... This amendéd: defence was duly settled by 
counsel, and: pleaded matters in answer to the amended 
statement of claim; but the plaintiff by his reply, 
having, as he alleged, received no amended statement of 
defence, merely joined issue with the defendants ‘‘ upon 
their statements of defence.” When the action came to 
the hearing, the plaintiff based an important. part of his 
case upon the contention that the statements in his 
amended statement of claim had never been denied by 
the defendant in question, and must therefore be taken 
to be admitted by him. The defendant, however, asserted 
that he had delivered. his amended statement of defence, 
but could show no indorsement or note to prove any 
delivery beyond a long-standing entry in the cost-book, 
charging for delivery. The’ plaintiff's solicitor, on the 
other hand, positively denied that. any amended state- 
ment. of defence had been delivered. Vice-Chancellor 
Haut, after the state of circumstances had been fally 
explained, decided that, as:it was clear these had been a 
mistake on the part of the solicitors‘upon one’side or 
the other, it would be a proper course to order the action 
to stand over, directing the reply to be withdrawn, the 
defendant to deliver his: amended statement of defence 
within four days, and the costs of the day's hearing to 
be specially reserved, with liberty to either party to file 
any evidence as to the point in dispute of. the delivery 
or non-delivery of the pleading in question. 





Tue Mempens of the Western Circuit may be justly 
proud of the fact that their circuit has furnished two suc- 
cessive Lord Chief Justices of England. During the 
last hundred years it has also produced one Lord 
Chancellor, Lord Tauro; and among Lord Coneriner's 
predecessors in the Common Pleas, it can boast of the 
names of Gises, Girronp, Witpz, Cocknurn, and Er.z. 
Among the law officers of the present century Sir 
Vicany Gises, Sir Ronent Girvonn, Sir Witt1aM Fouixrr, 
Sir Avexawpen Cocxnurn, Sir Ronurr Corsi, Sir 
Jonw Kaustaxe, and Sir Joun Covertnax belonged to 
the Western Circuit. In addition to the Lord Chief 
Justice the circuit is represented on the bench by 
Sir Ronewr Corzien, Sir Mowracux Smiru, Mr. Justice 
Loves and Mr, Justice Bowzn. 


—_——_——, 
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THE WIFE’S AGENCY. 


Tus case of Dedenham v. Mellon has been decided by 
the House of Lords in accordance with general expecta- 
tion, and, as we venture to think, in the only way con- 
sistent: with principle. Excluding the cases of a wife 
who is living separate from her husband without any 
default on her part, or who has been: left destitute by 
ther husband (which rest on different considerations) it is 
clearly settled that the authority of the wife to pledge 
the credit of her husband is in the capacity of agent for 
him. If so, it is impossible to say that an authority 
derived from the will of the husband can exist contrary 
to his will, unléss the husband has so conducted himself 
as. to make it inequitable for him to deny, or to estop him 
from denying, her authority. When, as in the recent 
case, the wife is cohabiting with the husband, who makes 
her a reasonable allowance for the purpose of providing 
herself with articles of the description of those in respect 
of which the claim is made, and there is no proof of 
any act done by the husband. to hold out his wife as 
havingauthority to pledge his credit, there is absolutelyno 
reason for refusing to give effect. to the husband’s express 
secret prohibition to his wife to pledge his credit. The 
question of the. supposed hardship to the tradesman 
would not be better dealt with than it was by Lord 
Justice Thesigerin his judgment when Debenham v. Mellon 
was before the Court of Appeal: * What, in the case of 
a tradesman dealing with the wife for the first time, has 
the husband done or omitted to do which renders it 
‘inequitable for him to deny his wife’s authority? For 
the tradesman it is said that the mere relationship of 
husband and wife entities him to assume, in the absence 
of notice to the contrary, that the wife has authority to 
pledge her husband’s credit for necessaries. But this is 
a fallacy. The tradesman must be taken to know the 
law ; he knows (for the present argument proceeds upon 
that ’ supposition) that the wife has no authority, in fact 
or in law, to pledge the husband’s credit, even for neses- 
saries, unless he gives it her, and that what the husband 
expressly or impliedly gives he may take away. How 
then can the tradesman dealing with the wife for the first 
time, and without any communication with, or know- 
ledge on the part of, the husband, say that he is induced 
or invited, either by law or the husband, or by both com- 
‘bined, to deal with the wife upon the faith and in the 
belief of her being in fact authorized to pledge her hus- 
band’s credit ? If he be so induced or invited, it can only 
be upon the footing of the law making a husband abse- 
lutely liable for necessaries purchased by his wife to any 
person dealing with her, although for the first time, 
without notice that her authority is limited; but if the 
law does so make him liable, there is no need for any 
estoppel, and we are driven back upon the exploded 
notion that the husband's liability is founded upon some 
law other than that which governs in general the rela- 
tions of principal and agent.’’ 
*In giving effect to 4 husband's prohibition, the 
House of Lords merely affirmed the doctrine laid 
down in Jolly v. Rees (12 W. R. 473, 13 C. Bs N. S628). 
But if the reports which have appeared of the judgment 
of the Lord Chancellor are correct, the, House went a 
step further than Erle, O.J., and his two 
In Jolly v. Rees the husband and wife had an establish- 
ment, and many of the goods were ordered by the wife 
of the plaintiff's traveller at the defendant's house. The 
jury, moreover, found that the allowance made by the 
defendant to his wife was not sufficient. Under these 
circumstances the majority of the court held that there 
was ‘fa presumption that a woman liviag with a man 
and re org by him to be his wife, has his authority 
to bind him by her contract for articles suitable to that 
station which he permits hor to assume,"’ but this pre- 
sumption might be rebutted. By this so-called pre- 
sumption the court appears to have meant that under 
such clroumatances authority is i from the fact that 





‘wives cohabiting with theie husbands ordinarily have 


puthority to manage in their own way ps frogs oo 
Seliite 6f tha haanaela catenins, aael. te 


husband’s credit in 
departments. Monta Peed ete Mellon the husbandand 


wife had no establishment. They were livingatanhotel,and 
it was proved that the allowance made by the husband to 
the wife was ample for the purpose of providing her 
with the articles in respect of which the claim was made, 
Under these circumstances the House of Lords seem to 
have held that there was not-even any prima facie im- 
plication of authority, We have not before us yet a fall 
report of the judgment of the Lord Chancellor, but this 
is the efféct of his observations as they were reported in 
the daily papers. He said that “the second question 
was whether the law implied such a mandate [i.¢, a 
mandate by the husband to the wife which made the 
wife, who could not contract herself, the agent in law 
for the husband, so as to enable her to pledge his credit 
and bind him] from the mere fact of cohabitation. If 
it did, it was because the implication arose out of a 
ceftain condition of facts, and on the ground that it was 
usual for the wife to have authority to pledge her 
husband's credit. But in the present case nothing had 
been done by the husband which would justify the as- 
sumption that he had given any authority te his wife 
to. pledge his credit, inasmuch as the ordimary state 
of circumstances was entirely wanting. 

When a reasonable allowance was made by the husband 
to the wife, it was impossible to imply from the circum- 
stances that he also gave her authority to pledge his 
credit.” If we are right in our construetion of the de- 
cision of the House of Lords, the express prohibition by 
the hasband to his wife in Debenham v. Mellon was im- 
material, for there never was any presumption or impli- 
cation.thatshe had power to pledge his credit. 








A NEW JURISDICTION. 


Tur decision of the Court of Appesl in the case of J. W. 
Thorley’s Cattle Food Company v. Massam (28 W. RB. 
966, L. R. 14 Ch. D. 763, to which we briefiy referred 
in our last volume) is of very considerable im- 
portance to the mercantile community, establishing as it 
does'the right of a trader whose trade has been injured 
by the unfounded allegations of another to obtain the 
remedy of an injunction. Before the Judieatare Act 
came into operation, the Court of Chancery had fre- 
quently refused to extend its appropriate methed of pro- 
tection to persons whose tradmg reputation had been 
attacked, and the seal to this refusal of assistance had 
been set so lately as the year 1875, by the authority of 
Lord Cairns and Lords Justices James and Mellish, in 
the well-known case of Prudential Assurance Company 
v. Knott (23 W. R. 249, L. R. 10 Ch. 142), whem these 
three eminent judges distinetly decided that the court 
had no: jurisdiction to restrain a libel, evem when 
injurious to property. The contrary view had deem re- 
maintained by Vice-Chancellor Maliasx, whe 
was of opinion that where libellous statements tended 
to the injury of property, the eourt had ample power to 
restrain the continued issue of sach statementa, aotwith- 
standing their libellous character (Springacad Sptandag 
Company v. Riley, L. R. 6 Eq. 361; Direw w Helden, 
A: W. BR. 482, L. R.7 en Pisker ¥. 
y, 23 W. R. 460, L. R10 Ch. 29%, aad other 





jury. The functions of a jury are now, however, not 
uutrequenily by the court itself and. that 
Pe + earn yer 
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the commencement of this article came before Vie 
Chancellor Malius, his lerdship did not think fit te 
award an injunction, hesitating te act contrary fo 
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Prudential Assurance Company v. Knott, though he 
did express an opinion that the difficulty felt by the 
judges in confirming the view taken by him in that case 
had been removed by the Judicature Acts (see L. R. 6 
Ch. D. 582). But when the action came on for hearing, 
the Vice-Chancellor thought himself entitled to act on 
the view which he had consistently maintained, and he 
accordingly granted an injunction. The whole matter is 
clearly stated in the compass of a few lines in the judg- 
ment, which we may be excused for reproducing. 
“When one man,” says the Vice-Chancellor, “ publishes 
that which is injurious to another in his trade or 
business, that publication is actionable, and, being 
actionable, will be stayed by injunction, because it is a 
wrong which ought not to be repeated.” This view met 
with the approval of the Lords Justices, about the 
ground of whose decision there can be no ambiguity, for 
they expressly based their judgment on the ground that 
a libel had been put forth by the defendants. 

The facts of the case were simple. A brother of 
Joseph Thorley, the inventor of Thorley’s Cattle Food, 
was equally possessed of the secret with his brother, and, 
after the brother's death, he formed a company which 
manufactured cattle food substantially according to the 
old recipe. The executors and successors in business 
(who, according to the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Massam v. J. W. Thorley’s Cattle Food Company, 28 
W. R. 966, L. R. 14 Ch. D. 748, also succeeded to 
Joseph ‘Thorley’s exclusive right in the name of the 
article) thereupon issued statements to the effect that the 
company’s article was a spurious imitation of the 
genuine article. The court held that, the articles manu- 
factured by the parties being substantially identical, the 
representations put forth by the defendants were untrue ; 
that those untrue representations were libellous and 
calculated to injure the company in their business ; that, 
this being so, it was not necessary fur the company to 
prove actual damage, and that they were entitled to their 
remedy, 

Singularly enough, within a very few days, the very 
same question came up again for decision by Mr. Justice 
Fry in Thomas vy. Williams (28 W. R. 983, L. R. 14 
Ch. D. 864), where the plaintiff was a manufacturer of 
needles, which he sold and exported to Australia and 
other places in large quantities, as the needlesof “8S, 
Thomas & Sons” (the name of his firm), and of “ Holy- 
oake” or ‘‘George Holyoake’’ (the name of another 
manufacturer, to whose business he had eucceeded by 
purchase). The defendants, who were exporters of small 
wares, then arranged with a firm of needle manufacturers, 
named J. Thomas & Sons, and with another manufacturer, 
named Edmund Hce!yoake, for a supply of their needles 
for exportation, and issued in the Australian market a 
circular stating that they had made arrangements 
with ‘‘the original firm of Thomas and the original 
and only manufacturers of the name of Holyoake,” and 
alluding to the existence in the trade of spurious makers 
of needles. ‘These cautions could, it was clear, only be 
directed against the plaintiff, whose needles they bad 
the effect of stigmatizing as spurious and unfair imita- 
tions, and an injunction was accordingly, on the authority 
of J. W. Thorley’s Cattle Food Company v. Massam, 
granted to restrain the defendants from issuing or per- 
mitting the issue of the libellous circular, and from in 
any manner representing or suggesting that the goods 
made and sold by the plaintiff were imitations of the 
goods made and sold by J. Thomas & Sons or Edmund 
Holyoake. “If,” said the learned judge, ‘‘ the issue of 
such a circular cannot be restrained without proof of 
actual injury, it is obvious that preventive justice falls 
short of what it ought to accomplish in such a case as 
this; because, to require evidence of injury in a case 
where the prospective injury is visible, and not to inter- 
fere until it has, to some extent, effected its injurious 
purpose, would be clearly a defect in the jurisdiction. 
And we are all acquainted with cases of trade-marks 
where the court, seeing that a mark is designed and will 








necessarily have the effect of perpetrating or assisting im 
the perpetration of a fraud, is accustomed to restrain the 
use of it, although no positive evidence has been given 
of injury resulting from its use.” 

From these two cases several propositions may be de- 
duced. The first is that where a statement of a public: 
nature is put forth, whether in the shape of a circular, 
advertisement, or otherwise, which will naturaily tend to: 
do injury to a trader in his business, by insinuating dis-- 
trust in the bona fides of his trade or the genuineness of* 
his manufactures, this injury can be at once arrested by 
the issue of an injunction restraining the continued 
utterance:of such misrepresentations. In the next place, 
the fact that that this statement is one which might 
properly be submitted to the consideration of a jury in 
an action for libel is no bar to the proceeding for an in- 
junction. And, in the third place, the fact that the 
case is one of merely apprehended damage is immaterial. 
To wait till the damage was inflicted, at all events in 
part, would be to render preventive justice unequal to 
its task, and if the court sees clearly that a preventive 
remedy is really needed, it need not defer the application: 
of that remedy till the injury has been inflicted, when, 
in fact, it would come too late to effectively exert its- 
protective influence. 

As injunctions of this description have been so recently 
introduced, it may not be out of place to notice here that 
the injunction granted in J. W. Thorley’s Cattle Food 
Company v. Massam was to restrain the defendants 
“from advertising, or representing, or suggesting, in their 
advertisements or circulars that they were alone pos- 
sessed of the secret mentioned in the pleadings, and from 
representing, or suggesting, or doing anything calculated 
to represent or suggest, that the cattle food manufactured 
and sold by the plaintiff company was spurious or not 
genuine.” 

Now that it is established that such statements. can be- 
restrained by injunction, we may fairly anticipate that 
further applications of the principle will before long be- 
called for. 





REVIEWS. 


RIGHTS OF COMMON. 


Ricuts or CoMMon AND OTHER Prescriptive Ricuts; 
Beinc Twenty-rour Lecrures De.ivereD Ix Gray's 


Inn Hatt rn tHE Year 1877. By Josnva Wrtu1aMs, 
Esq., Q.C., Professor of the Law of Real and Personal 
Property to the Council of Legal Education. 4H. 
Sweet. 


The utility of lectures such as these, in so far as regards: 
the oral delivery of them, is to us by no means obvious. 
Their value when offered in the form of a written treatise 
upon the subject to which they refer is, on the other 
hand, beyond possibility of question. Wedo not know 
how far the generally entertained respect for the learning” 
of Mr. Williams may have expressed itself by a large. 
attendance in Gray’s-inn Hall when the lectures were 
delivered. He is undoubtedly looked upon by the pre- 
sent generation of lawyers as the Gamaliel of real prop- 
erty law. But even Gamaliel might have found a diffi- 
culty in gathering his disciples to his feet, if he could 
have apoken to them through the medium of a beautifully 
printed octavo, such as this, as easily as by oral dis- 
course. The lecture may bea highly successful means 
of imparting knowledge ; but it is successful only under’ 
conditions. It is admirable, of course, when the subject. 
is one enabling the teacher to explain his meaning by 
physical illustration or experiment. It may be ad- 
mirable, whatever the subject, when the mind of the 
lecturer is ardent to impress his audience with the 
interest and possibilities of it as a science, to discover 
general principles, to present them with variety and 
vigour of expression, and to enforce them with such 


| clearness and fullness of illustration that they may become: 
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indelibly fixed upon the mind. But the book rather 
than the lecture is the proper medium of expression 
when the object is merely an exhaustive statement of 
the results of accumulated learning. Anda book is by 
no means improved by being cast in the form of a series 
of discourses. It necessarily loses in conciseness of 
statement; and how much it loses in clearness of 
arrangement may be seen from the fact that each of 
these lectures is printed without any attempt to define 
its subject-matter by means of a heading. 

As to the substance of the book, however, we have 
only to congratulate our readers upon the publication of 
so valuable an aid to the understanding of a difficult 
subject. To the practising lawyer it is valuable, from 
the fact that the professional position of the writer, and 
his experience in modern litigation with reference to the 
rights treated of, enable him to speak with an authority 
which no other writer could claim; and the reader will 
find here an outline, not merely authoritative, but inte- 
resting and readable, of the law on commons, franchises, 
and easements. To the student of early English insti- 
tutions it will be equally valuable, from the support 
which Mr. Williams’s acquaintance with the year-books 
and old text-writers enables him to give to the modern 
theory concerning the methods of ancient agriculture 
and property in land ; and it is, in our opinion, in this 
latter aspect that the book is specially noteworthy. 

Those persons who are unable to conceive of any 
reasonable appropriation of the soil of a country other 
than its division into vast estates, each belonging to one 
person absolutely (except in so far as the law, in its 
passion for ‘limited ownership,” has put it into the 
power of some other person, dead or unborn, to prevent 
the owner from dealing with it as he pleases), may be 
startled to find that their ancestors were, in this parti- 
cular, communists. Yet such appears to be the fact, 
The large and lucid generalizations of Sir Henry Maine, 
in his work on Village Communities, show that pro- 
prietorship by the village community was probably the 
original form of landed property in England, in India, and 
in other countries inhabited by Aryan peoples; and now 
Mr. Williams proceeds to confirm these conclusions by re- 
ference to the records of English law, and to the frequent 
existence, until late years, of the “common field” sys- 
tem, which was plainly a survival of the communistic 
practice. He shows us that at least one such commu- 
nity was in the active exercise of its original rights and 
customs as lately as the year 1854. The essential feature 
of the village community, described in our law as the 
vill, town, or township, was ownership of the land 
by the vill and its enjoyment by the members according 
to general regulations framed by all for the benefit of 
all, These regulations related not only to the land 
reduced to order and cultivation, but also to those sur- 
rounding woods and wastes which separated the plough- 
land and meadow belonging to one vill from those 
belonging to another, and which constituted the mark 
according to the most distinctive use of that word. The 
boundary line as between the waste used by neighbour- 
ing vills would naturally in the first place be undefined ; 
and wherever the waste remained open it did, in fact, con- 
tinue undefined for the purpose of enjoyment, although, 
doubtless, at an early period it became bounded for cer- 
tain purposes of jurisdiction. That it should become so 
bounded was a necessary result of the right possessed by 
each vill to control all the freemen belonging to it in the 
exercise of their rights of pasture upon the waste. If 
we assume for a moment that the vill, with its assembly 
of freemen, was the original of the English manor, with 
its court baron of freeholders, and refer to the position 
of Epping Forest (as it appeared in the recent litigation 
respecting it), we may see this communal system, in so 
far as relates to the right of pasture, in actual operation, 
and we see also the nature of the interest possessed by ad- 
joining vills in the vast extent of country which had re- 
tained its original character of open waste. There was no 
dividing line between the waste lands enjoyed by one 











vill and those enjoyed by another; but the limits of the. 
vills or manors had become defined for the purpose of 
jurisdiction, and each vill had its own marking officer 


and its own mark for distinguishing its cattle from those 
belonging to the vill adjoining. Tne imposition upon 
the district of the Forest system, with its absolute pro- 
hibition of inclosure, had petrified the primitive condi- 
tion of enjoyment, so that the original practice of the 
vills in letting their cattle depasture anywhere upon the 
surrounding wastes had acquired all the character of a 
right. 

itr. Williams, after pointing out the importance which 
was once attached by our law to the vill or town as the 
unit of social organization of greater antiquity than the 
parish, adduces the most striking evidence to show that . 
common of pasture, as appendant to arable land, was 
originally an incident of the vill system. To cite a 
single instance, he says: “If we go back to the time of 
Bracton, who wrote in the reign of Henry III., we shall . 
find that the form of writ, which he gives as proper to be 
used by a person who has been disseised of his right of 
common, does not refer to the land in respect: of which 
the right of common is claimed, as being held of any 
manor, nor does it refer to the land over which the right 
of common is claimed as waste land of any manor.. On 
the contrary, the writ is as follows:—‘ The King to the 
sheriff, greeting: A. complains to us that B. unjustly and 
without judgment disseised him of his common of pas- 
ture in such a vill, which belongs to his free tenement in 
the same vill, or in another vill.’ And the form of writ 
for the same purpose given in the second volume of 
Fitzherbert’s ‘ Natura Brevium’ is to the same effect : 
‘The King to the sheriff, &c.: A. hath complained unto 
us that B. unjustly, &c., hath disseised him of his 
common of pasture in N., which belonged to his free- 
hold in the same town, or in another town.’ Again, in 
describing the old writ of admeasurement of pasture, 
which lay betwixt commoners who had common 
appendant to their freeholds, Bracton gives this form :— 
‘The King to the sheriff, greeting: Such a one com- 
plains to us that such a one unjustly surcharged his 
common of pasture in such a vill, so that he has in it 
more cattle and sheep than he ought to have, and than 
belonged to him to have; and therefore we command 
you that justly and without delay you cause that 
pasture to be measured, so that the said such a one shall 
not have in it more cattle and sheep than he ought 
to have, and than belonged to him according to his free 
tenement, which he has in such @ vill ; and that the said 
such a one have in that pasture so many cattle and sheep 
as he ought to have, and as belonged to him to have, and 
no more.’ ” 

But, although the existence of the vill system appears 
clear enough, the mode by which the vill became trans- 
formed into the manor is less evident. The occasional 
reference in some of the old books to the “lord of the 
vill,” instead of to the lord of the manor, suggests that 
the transition began by the creation of a seignory 
or jurisdiction over the vill, and that this seiguory so 
far developed during the exigencies of the feudal 
period as to attract toitself all rights of property not 
palpably appropriated, and especially the ownership of 
the waste. In some cases, indeed, the transition never 
took place, as witness the continuance of the “‘ common 
field” system already reforred to. That system has 
been expressly noticed in recent times by the Legis- 
lature, the statute 13 Geo. 3, c. 81, having been passed 
for its better regulation. The system is yet scarcely ex- 
tinct, and is thus described by Mr. Williams :— 

“ A common field is a very different thing from what 
is ordinarily called a common. What are ordinarily 
called common or waste grounds are open pasture lands, 
on whieh the-tenants of a manor or other persons have a 
right to put their cattle to feed. But a common field is 
a field belonging to numerous owners, whose lands, as 
far as I know, invariably assume a remarkable shape— 
viz., that of very narrow strips, sometimes not more than 
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strips of land are cultivated in common to this extent, 


If, in the year that 
the land is fallow, any person should attempt to sow 
wheat or green crops, or anything else on his land, the 
cattle of his neighbours would at once eat it up and 
it; for during the year in which the field is 
aon the neighbours putin their cattle to range over 


i 


Here, in this form of right, sometimes calied in our 
books common of shack, is a clear survival of the 
communal mode of enjoying the arable lands, just as 
common of appendant indicates the original 
mode of enjoying the waste. And our author summar- 
izes his conclusions as follows :—“‘ The members, there- 
fore, of the original community, or vill, had arable‘lands, 
which they cultivated on a common system, pasture 
lands which they either divided or allotted amongst 
themselves or else depastured in common, and also rights 
of cummon on the adjacent and uncultivated land, which 
constituted the mark in its primary sense, out of which 
the arable and pasture were anciently reclaimed and 
from which they were divided. In most cases, from one 
cause or other, this simple state of things in time dis- 
appeared. The lords of the manor obtained authority 
over the frecholders who became their tenants; and the 
aiicient system of common agriculture became converted 
into the system of manors consisting of lords and 
tenante, whose rights are laid down ix law books. There 
is, however, or was until the year 1854, a community 
still existing, having laws of their own and eelf-govern- 
ment, with respect to whom an attempt was made by 
the lord of a manor, of which some of the tenements 
were held, to destroy their custom and to bring the whole 
within his manorial jurisdiction. But, owing to the 
sturdy mannerin which the frecholders disputed his 
rights, his attempt failed, and the lord himself was fain, 
for some years, to become one of the officers of this 
little community.” 

The community here referred to was the vill or town- 
ship of Aston, in the county of Oxford, but into the ac- 
count given by Mr. Williams of the customs which 
regulated it we have not space to enter. Indeed, our 
only reason for having referred at such length to the sub- 
ject is the interest which must attach at the present 
time to any discussion concerning the nature or founda- 
tion of ourlawoctf real property. These investigations 
show, at least, that, as there was a period when the mode 
of utilizing the soil of this country was the exact opposite 
in every particular to that which prevails at present, our 
existing law of real property has none of that sanction 
of divine right which is too often attributed to it, and 
that 2 rclormation of it to meet the requirements of 


author s yrtcund learning in an attractive eubject. 
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A good deal of interest attaches to the new edition of: 
this standard book, owing to the changes introduced by 
the Summary Jurisdiction Act. The new forms are given 
in their proper places, and Mr. Saunders has prefixed to 
the book a memorandum relating to claims of civil debts, 
which might have been more useful if it had enumerated 
the chief matters falling within the new civil procedure 
established by section 6 of the Act, and had pointed out 
the exception from it of bastardy orders. In addition to 
the Summary Jurisdiction Act, the Legislature has pro- 
vided fresh tasks for the editor, since the last edition was 
published in 1876, by the passing of many important 
Acts affecting the subject-matter of the work, from the 
Canal Boats Act, 1877, to the Wild Birds Protection Act 
of last session. Forms are given for proceedings under 
each of these statutes; and the care with which the 
work has been executed may be judged of from the 
fact that the only error we have as yet discovered is the 
reference in the margin on p. 145 to the Act to prevent 
the administration of ‘poisonous drugs to horses and other 
animals as “* 39 Vict. c. 14,’”’ instead of 39 Vict. c 13. 
We can commend this edition as both complete and 
accurate. 





THE CITY TITHES ACT, 1879, 


Tue Loxpon (Crry) Trrnes Act, 1879, AND THE OTHER 
Trrue Acts EFFECTING THE COMMUTATION AND REDEMP- 
gion oF TiTHES IN THE Crry or Lonpon. WITH AN 
Inrropuction, Norzs, &c. Ry H. B. Buxnett, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Mr. Burnell’s subject is of somewhat limited interest, 
but he has treated it with great care and completeness. 
The payment of tithes in the city of London was regu- 
lated for more than three centuries by a decree’ made in 
the reign of Henry VIII., by the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, the Lord Chancellor, and other lords and‘knights. 
The London City’Tithes Act, 1864, provided: that the 
tithes under this decree should cease in the parishes 
mentioned in the schedule, and that instead ‘thereof the 
incumbents should receive the annual fixed tithes speci- 
fied in the schedule. The Act of last year extended and 
applied the provisions of the general Tithe Acts to 
the commutation of tithes within the city of London, 
and this is the Act with which Mr. Burnell deals, After 
a clear and well-written introduction, he prints the 
recent Act in full, incorporating with it the provisions of 
the Tithe Acts, and adding notes to the sections. In 
the appendix he prints in full the Tithe Commutation 
Acts. 





PRACTICE, 


A Dieest any tue Law or Pracricg UNDER THE JUDICATURE 
Acts any Ruies, anp THe CASES DECIDED IN THE 
Cuancery any Common Law Drvisions rrom Novem- 
pen, 1875, to Avaust, 1880. By W. H.H, Keuxz, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes, 


Tt will be worth while for the practitioner to buy this 
little book as a means of reference to the practice cases. 
It is not a mere jumble of head-notes: a good deal of 
labour has evidently been bestowed upon it, and the 
provisions of the Acts and Rules are ingeniously inter. 
woven with the effect of the cases. It strikes us as 
being # useful handbook for the law student, but he must 
be warned not to trust too implicitly to the condensed 
statements of the writer. For instance, the words, 
“* generally the rules of equity shall prevall’’ (p, 6), are 
not # correct paraphrase of section 26 (11) of the Judi- 
catare Act, 187%. It is fair to add that Mr, Kelke says, 
his preface, that it 1s assumed that the reader 
some edition of the Acts and Rules. If his little book 
reaches another edition, we advise him to preface it with 
an aAmonition to the reader in all cases to consult tha 
exact words of the Acts and Sules of Court, 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
FREES OF CONVEYANCING COUNSEL TO ‘THE 
COURT, 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,~—The question of the disallowance by the taxing 
«masters of fees charged by the conveyancing counsel of 
the: Court: of is one that has, I believe, occa- 
upied the attention of the Council of the Incorporated 
LawSociety, and has been the subject of communications 
‘between them and the Lord Chancellor. I have under- 
stood that the line taken by the conveyancing counsel is 
that, while they decline to submit their fees to the dis. 
-€retion of the taxing master, they will, on the applica- 
tion of the solicitors, repay, ex gratia, any amount which 
may have been disallowed, and which would otherwise 
‘have to be borne by the solicitor personally. 

In the instances mentioned by “A: Solicitor,” the 
conveyancing counsel do not appear to be willing to do 
~even this. It seems to me that when a man accepts the 
position of conveyancing counsel to the Ohancery 
Division of the High Court, he becomes an official of 
‘that court, and it rests with the court to say whether one 
-Of its officials is to be at liberty to claim whatever fees 
he may think fit, or whether another official is to have 
‘power to regulate or moderate the fees so claimed. 

_ This is a matter with which the solicitor ought to 
have nothing to do. It cannot be right that, while 
compelled to employ one official, and to pay whatever 
fees he may choose to claim, the solicitor should be 
liable to have his compulsory disbursements disallowed 
hy another official, and should here no other remedy to 
save his own pocket than a petitiott “ in forma pauperis” 
to the sense of justice of the former. 

_I would suggest that ‘‘ A Solicitor” should ccmmuni- 
cate the facts of his case to the secretary of the Incor- 
erated Law Society, with a view to the question being 
ve Kd ventilated. W. M. W. 

ec. . 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Hossanp and Wirs—NecessarigsS—WIFeE’s AUTHORITY 
To PLEDGE Hussanp’s Crrbit-—REvocation—NoticE To 
‘CrepiToR.—In the House of Lords, onthe 27th ult., the 
appeal of Debenham v. Mellon was decided. The action was 
brought to recover the price of certain articles of dress 
w. had been purchased from the plaintiffs by the defend- 
ant’s wife, and which were admitted to be necessaries suitable 
to her position. The parties were living together, and the 
husband gave the wife an allowance for the purpose of pro- 
‘viding clothes for herself and her children. He had forbiddea 
her to pledge his credit, but this revocation of authority was 
not known to the plaintiff. Bowen, J., had entered judg- 
ment for the defendants, on the authority of Jolly v. Rees 
(12 W. R. 478, 15. C. B. N, S, 628), and his decision had 
been affirmed by the Court of Appeal (see 28 W. R. 501, 
L, RB. 6 Q, B. D. 394). On appeal to the House it was 

that the plaintifis were entitled to recover, since an 

- ostensible authority cannot be wg 4 revoked, and there- 
fore it was for the defendant to show that the plaintiffs know 
that he had forbidden his wife to pledge his oredit, The 
House was also asked to overrule Jolly v, Rees, on the ground 
that the decision of the majority of the judges in that case was 
inconsistent with tho dicta of the judges in many earlier 
cases. Lords Sunpornn, O,., Buacksurn, and Warson dis- 
missod the appeal, with coate, ‘The authorities showed that 
the mere fact, of marriage did not invest the wife with an 
authority to pledge hor husband's credit as his agent, except 
in cases whore husband has deserted hie or has, 
through no fault of hers, ted from her, and has not 
vision for her, Neither of those ciroum- 

in the present case, since the ies were 

cohabiting together when the goods wore supplied by the 
oplaintiffa, Moreover tho defendant had done no act which 
Gould bo treated aa giving his wife any authority to pledge 





his credit, but he had in fact forbidden her te do so, and had 
It was not necessary to prove that the shad any 
notice of the prohibition to the wife to pledge’ her husband’s 
credit.. The: decision in Jolly v. Rees had been acted upon for 
many years, and was consistent with reason and justicey and 
would, therefore, be followed by the Hoase:—Soxnrcrross, 
Boyce § Ridley ; Button § Grove. 


Principal AND Surery—Brit or Excuance—Inporse~ 
MENT—Discount Br Banxer—Ricut To SecuRrrms,— 
In the House of Lords, on the 27th ult.,. judgment was 
livered in the case of Duncan v. The North and South Wales 
Bank. The plaintiffs had received from the firm of Radford 
& Sons certain bills. of exchange 
by way of payment for goods 
indorsed the bills, which were discounted for them. in the 
ordinary way by the Liverpool branch of the North and South 
Wales Bank. Radford & Sons were also customers of the 
bank, and before the bills had been handed to the plaintiffs, 
Samuel Radford, one of the partners, had deposited wi 
bank the title deeds of certain real property of his 
secure past and present discount and advances for 
Before the bills fell due Radford & Sons executed a 
inspectorship, which the plaintiffs refused to sign, an@ the 
bills having been dishonoured, the plaintiffs commenced pro- 


declaration that they were sureties to the bank for payment by 
Messrs, Radford & Sons of the balance due upon: the bills, 
and that the security of the equitable niortgage effected 
Samuel Radford with the bank extended to such balance. 
Little, V.C., made an order that the securities should bs handed 
over to the plaintiffs on payment by them of the balance re- 
maining due tothe bank. The representatives of the un- 
secured creditors of Radford & Sons appealed, andthe Court of 
Appeal (Jessel, M.R., James and Brauwell, L.JJ.) 

the decision of the Vice-Chancellor, holding that, when 
bills were discounted, the plaintiffs became principal debtors 
to the bank, although, no doubt, as indorsers, they i 
the position of sureties towards the prior partiesto the 
Hence the plaintiffs were not entitled to 

securities deposited with the bank, especially since 
been deposited, not by Radford & Sons; but 
one of the individual members of their firm (see 23 
Tors’ JourNaAL, 359, 27 W. RB: 521, L. 

88). Lords Ssnporns, C., Bracxsvrs, and 
versed the decision of the Court of Appeal. 

of an acceptor and an indorser of a bill of exehange 
is no express contract. of s ip, but 
primary and secondary liability of two persous 
the same debdt, one of them, if compelled to 
entitled to reimbursement from the other. 
which had been established by many 

of a drawer or indorser who has been compel 
bill ought to be applied whenever a question 
any securities deposited with the holder of the 
acceptor, and the equity betweem an indorsert 
ceptor must be taken to be the same as 
surety and a principal when the creditor is 
the contract of suretyship, and would 
overdue and dishonoured bills and the securities 
together in the hands of the seoured creditor 
mands payment from the indorser, and has no 
upon the securities, and when the competition 
the indorser and the acceptor only, The 
security had been deposited by 
firm, who had acoepted the billa, 
difference. ‘The decision of the Court 
conflict with what was said by 
Cooper (8 Ves. 381), and by 

Reynel? (9 Hare, 809), and therefore 
Vice-Chancellor must be restored, 
their costa ont of the fund, and the 
must be added to the seourities.—Soxrcrters, Syre & Ob, 
Gregory, Reweliges, § Ravele, 

Ixvants Cusropr Act, 1873 (6 & $7 Vrer. & 12), & 
AvPLreation To VARY Ogner—Arreat.—la a case of Jere 
Holt, before the Court of Appeal on the 24th elt, am 
application was made for leave to appea’, ner 
the expiration of the time limited by the rules, from ae order 
mado by Malina V.C\, that the father of an defeat about three 
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mother. The order was made on the petition of the mother 


from the original order. On the hearing of the motion it 
was stated that the object was to show that, under existing 
circumstances, the mother was not a proper person to have 
of the infant. The court (Jesset, M.R., and JamEs 
JJ.) said that the proper course was not to 
, but to apply to the Vice-Chancellor to vary the 
This could be done at any time, because the order 
made until further order. And section 1 of the 
ich provided that the order for custody should be 
the petition of the mother by her next friend, did 
to such an application, but only to the original 
ition. — Sonicrtors, Shaw § Tremeilen; Makinson § 


EERGESE 


Company—Wruspine up—Jorispiction — Mutuat Lire 
Asscraxce Socretr—Lisimity oF Poticy-HOLDERS— 
Companies Act, 1862, ss. 91, 199—Lire Assurance Com- 
panres Acr, 1870, ss. 21, 22.—In a case of In re the Great 
Britain Mutual Life Assurance Society, before the Court of 

on the 24th ult., questions arose as to the jurisdiction 

of the court to wind up a mutual insurance society, and as 
to the liabilities of the policy-holders. The society was a 
purely mutual one, constituted in 1844 by a deed of settle- 
ment, its funds arising entirely from the premiums on policies. 
It had no shares and no capital. On its first formation there 
was 2 guarantee fund, which was contributed by the first 
directors. This fund was to be repaid in five years, and 
might be repaid sooner, and it had been repaid long before 
the commencement of the proceedings in the present case. 
The deed of settlement provided that the parties thereto, and 
the several other persons who should thereafter be desirous of 
ing members of the society, and should, for that 
purpose, effect assurances with it, should, so long as their 


winding-ap petition was presented by the holder of 
which was still current. The two petitions came on 
together, ind the society did not the 
a img-op order. Hall, V.C., was er 
wat abot fade disyote as tw the first petit . 
winding-up order on the seeond 
the first petitioner to apply for the 
steal oltimately established. 

led, ant belore the appeal came on 
cnmmintes wah tween formed by holders of 

the weiety, who desired that the wart should 
the power given to it by wetion 22 of the Life 
Companion hea A 1276, to reAnee the amounts of 
A te wtuhy w aso vender it solvent again. 
apyoues Vy ward, who sked that the 
ther wig We diacimrged, and that an oppor. 
might te gr to the poicy-holdern A exyreming 
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their wishes in the matter. The Court of Appeal (Jxssz1,. 
M.R., and James and Lusn, L.JJ.) at first ex; some 
doubt whether there was jurisdiction to wind up such a 
society, but ultimately they held that section 21 of the Act 
of 1870 gave the jurisdiction, and they held that, as the case 
had stood before the Vice-Chancellor, a winding-up order 
ought to have been made on the first petition, inasmuch es. 
the strong evidence of the petitioner as to the state of health 
of the assured had not been met at all. Jzsset, M.R., said 
that it was not enough for the respondents to such a petition 
to assert that they disputed the petitioner’s claim ; they were 
bound to make a primd facie case, so that the court could see 
that there was a question to be tried. But, having r to: 
the enormous losses which must result to the policy-holders 
from the making of a winding-up order, the covrt said that 
it ought to exercise the powers conferred by section 91 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, of summoning a meeting of the policy-- 
holders in order to ascertain whether they desired a winding 
up, or an order for the reduction of the policies in lieu of a 
winding up. But the court said that, as the power of 
reduction given by section 22 was to be exercised ‘in place 
of making a winding-up order,” the winding-up order must 


| be discharged, and the hearing of the appeal must stand over 


until after the meeting of policy-holders had been held. Tho 
court a decided opinion that the holders of policies 
in a mutual society such as this could not be placed on any 
list of contributories, or made liable to pay anything whatever. 
Their only contract was to pay the premiums on their 
policies, and they were entitled at any time to discontinue 
the payments and to surrender their policies. The society 
was, as JAMES, L.J., said, a mere benefit club, the sums 
which had arisen from premiums being the property of the 
policy-holders, and all that could be done in the winding up 
was to distribute the fund among the policy-holders in the 
proportions in which they were entitled thereto, subject to 
the payment of the costs of the winding up.—Soxicrrors, 
Longeroft & Myers; G. Blagden; Harcourt; Ashurst,. 
Morris, § Co. ; Pritchard & Marshail. 





Mortcace — ATroRNMENT CLAUSE — DISTRESS AFTER 
Banxkevrtcy or Mortcacor.—lIn a case of Fz parte Blakey, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 25th ult., the question 
was whether a mortgagee, whose mortgage deed contained’ 
an attornment clause, was entitled to levy a distress under the 
clause after the bankruptcy of the mortgagor. Them 
deed was executed on the Ist of June, 1871, and it contained 
a clause by which the mortgagor attorned and became tenant 
from yesr to year to the mortgagees in respect of the 
mortgaged property, at the yearly rent of £800, to be paid 
by equal quarterly payments, the first on the day of the 
execotion of the mortgage. And it was agreed that it should 
be lawful for the mortgagees, at any time after the 1st of° 
September, 1871, without giving previous notice of their 
intention so to do, to enter upon, and take possession of, the 
property whereof the mortgagor had attorned tenant, and 
to determine the tenancy created by the attornment. The 
rent fixed by the clause was equal to the amount of a year’s: 
interest on the mortgage debt, In 1879 the mortgagor filed 
a liquidation petition, and, after a receiver had been appointed, 
and had taken sion of the.debtor’s property, the 
mortgagees distrained, under their attornment clause, upon 
the debtor’s goods on the mortgaged property for two quarters” 
rent. Bacon, C.J., held (28 W.R. 708) that the distress was 
valid, and that it must prevail against the title of the: 
trustee in the liquidation, and this decision was affirmed by 
the Covrt of Appeal (James, Corton, 
LJJ.). It was contended that, by reason of the pr 
ite determination at any time without notice, the tenancy 
crested by the attornment was really a tenancy at will, and 
that it had been determined by tho bankruptcy o! 
mortgagor. The court, however, held that the tenancy was 
from year to year, and that it had not been determined, con- 
sequently, that the distress was valid,—Soticrrons, Gregory, 
Kowdi ffs, & Co, ; Pritchard, linglefeld, § Co. 


Montoror—Consoripation—Onresen ov Mouroacon'p: 


Intenvet on Banxaurroy.—In o case of.lix parte Willams, 
before the Court of Appeal onthe 25th ult., a curious 
nestion arose a4 10 the consolidation of two mortgages. ‘The 
krapte bed mortgaged # lonsehold hones to W., to 
sacure £500, ‘The lense of the house contained a provision 
enabling the lowsor to re-enter and put an ond to the lease 
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‘on the bankruptey of the lessees. The bankrupts after- 
wards mortgaged another leasehold house to W., to 
secure £200. After the bankruptcy the lessor of the house 
comprised in the first mortgage entered and determined 
the lease. The mortgagee claimed to consolidate the two 

debts, and insisted that the trustee in the bank- 
‘ruptey could not redeem the house comprised in the second 
mortgage without paying both debts. The court (Jamzs, 
“CorTon, and Lusu, L.JJ.) held that there was no right to 
consolidate, on the ground that the first mortgage had 
ceased to exist by the determination of the lease. JAMEs, 
‘L.J., said that he was not disposed to extend the doctrine 
of consolidation to any case which was not clearly covered 
‘by authority or logically deducible from some decided case, 
‘and he could find no authority for applying the doctrine to 
‘a case where one of the mortgaged estates had ceased to 
exist. It was really an attempt to tacka debt which had 
once been a mortgage debt to a security for another debt. 
‘Corrox, L.J., said that the doctrine of consolidation as- 
sumed the right of the mortgagee to hold both properties, 
-and the right of the mortgagor to redeem both when both 
debts were paid, and it could not apply to a case where 
‘there was only one property in the hands of the mortgagee. 
It was necessary that both: properties should remain in 
-specie in the same mortgagee. James, L.J., added that, if 
the case of Barrow v. Manning (Weekly Notes, 1880, p. 
108) was inconsistent with this decision, he did not see 
how it could be supported.—Soricitors, Lawrance, Plews, 
«& Baker ; Aldridge. 


Morteacor AND MortcacrE—Power or SALE—Doty oF 
‘Morteacer.—In a case of Nash v. Eads, before the Court 
-of Appeal, on the Ist inst., an important question was raised 
-as to the position and duty of a mortgagee with reference to the 


exercise of a power of sale contained in his mortgage. The 
«action was brought by a mortgagor to set aside a sale of the 
mortgaged property made by the mortgagee under his power of 
‘sale, on the grounds that the sale was made for an improper 

rpose, that in making it the mortgagee was actuated by an 
“improper motive, and that the property was sold, not because 


‘the mortgagee wanted his money, but because his solicitor 
desired to obtain the payment of some costs, which he could 
not cbtain in any other way. It was also alleged that the 
-sale had been improperly conducted, and that the property 
had been sold at a gross undervalue. In support of the firat 
round alleged, reliance was placed on the case of 
Robertson vy. Norris (1 Giff. 424), in which Stuart, V.C., 
said that Lord Eldon, in Downes v. Glazebrook (3 Mer. 290), 
Chambers v. Goldwin (9 Ves. 271), and Cholmondeley ¥ 

-Clinton (2 J. & W. 1), had stated the principle that the 
—— is a trustee for the benefit of the tna in the 
exe of his power of sale, and the Vice-Chancellor added, 
“‘The legitimate purpose being to secure repayment of his 
mortgage money, if he uses the power for another purpose— 
from any ill-motive to effect other purposes of his own, or to 
serve the purposes of other individuals—the court considers 
that to be a fraud in the exercise of the power, because it is 
asing the power for purposes foreign to that for which it was 
intended.” And the Vice-Chancellor went on to say that 
such an exercise of the power would vitiate the sale as against 
‘the purchaser. The court (Jessnt, M.R., and Corron 
and Lusu, L.JJ.) held that there was no foundation for this 
proposition, Jxssur, M.R., eaid that the mortgagee was not 
\a trustee of the power of sale for the mortgagor, and if he was 
entitled to exercise the power, the court could not look into 
Anis motives for so doing. If ho had a right to sell on the Ist 
‘of June, and he then said, The mortgagor is a member of an 
old county family, and I don’t wish to turn him out of his 
Property, and will not sell it at present, and then on the Lat 
‘of July he said, I have had a quarrel with the mortgagor, 
and he has insulted me; [ will show him no more meroey, 
‘but will sell him up at onoe—if all this was proved, the 
court could not restrain the mortgagee from exercising his 
power of sale, except on the terms of payment of the 
mortgage debt. Tho court could not look at the mortgagee’s 
motives for bong 4 hia power, Lord Eldon had 
‘never aaid anything of the kind which Stuart, ¥.C., eupposed 
him to have sald, The Vice-Chancellor wae entirely mie- 
‘taken, and muat have been citing the judgments to which 
“he roforred from hia recollection, without looking at the 
‘woporte, Of course there were some limita to the powers of 
whe mortgages, Ifo, like a pledgee, must conduct the sale 





properly, and must sell at a fair value, and he 
to himself. But he was not bound to abstain 
because he was not in urgent waot of his money, 
he had a spite agai Be mete And the 
that on the evidence the plaintiff's case entirely 
they affirmed the decision of Fry, J., in favour of 
fendants.—Soxicrrors, Rooks & Co. ; Crosse, Sons, $ 


sh 
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PracticE—Mortion For RELEAsE oF PrisoneER— 
CEDENCE.—In a case of Ashton v. Sherrock, before the Master 
of the Rolls, on the 26th ult., a question arose as to whether 
on motion days a motion for the release of a prisoner 
attached for contempt had precedence over all motions, on 
the giound that it affected the liberty of the subject. Jzssex, 
M.R., said that such motions always had priority.—Soxici- 
tors, Phelps, Sedgwick, § Biddle ; Pritchard, Englefield, $ 


Co. 


Destor AND CrEDITOR—ComPosiTioy—SecuReD CRrEDtI- 
TOR—VALUATION OF SecuRITY—ComPosiTIoN on BaLaNnce— 
Ricut ro SurPtus PRocEEDs.—In a case of Couldery v. Bart- 
rum, before the Master of the Rolls, on the 30th ult., aquestion 
was argued as to whether compounding debtors under the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, are entitled to any surplus realized 
over and above the value put by creditors upon a security 
held by them where the creditors have accepted a composi-~ 
tion for the residue of their debt. The plaintiffs were 
debtors who made a composition with their creditors ander 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. The defendants were secured 
creditors who had placed a value on their security, and had 
proved for the balance and received the composition on such 
balance. ‘he defendants’ security realized more than the 
value placed upon it by them, and the debtors now t 
this action claiming the surplus, and a re-assurance of 
subject of the security. For the defendants it was contended 
that under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, and the Bankruptcy 
Rules, 1870, it was only in cases of bankraptcy, and not of 
composition, that the debtors or their estate would be 
entitled to the benefit of any surplus. Jxsset, M.R., was 
of opinion that the composition and the value placed upon 
their security when paid were a complete satisfaction for the 
debt, and he accordingly gave judgment for the plaintiffs. — 
Sontctrors, Tatham, Elkins, § Nash ; C. Buteher ; Reed ¢ 
Lovell. 


Ramway—Sare or Lanp—Rreut ro Possesstor—Dsz- 
BENTURE Srock—Recerver—Workine Expsyses—Moor 
or Exrorcine ParMwent.—In a case of Great Eastern Rathoay 
Company v. East London Railay Company, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 30th ult., the plaintiffs asked 
for a declaration that certain toils and easement rents payable 
to them by the defendants were properly part of the current 
expenses of the defendants’ line, and payable by @ receiver 
appointed thereof, and also an order for jon of the land 
over which the easements extended, oa the ground, in effect, 
that the purchase-money thereof was unpaid, Under an 
agreement made between the two companies, the defendants 
were to pay the plaintiffs a certain easement reat for the user 
of part of their land. The plaintiffs werete acquire certain 
land and to grant an easement over it for the raaning of the 
defendants’ trains, to be paid for dy the defendants at an 
amount to be fixed by arbitration, and the defendants were 
also to pay the plaintiffs an amount to be fixed by arbi- 
tration in respect of certain janction expenses, station rent, 
and services rendered in working the defendants’ line, Br 
his award, the arbitrator fixed the junction expenses, 
atation and other rents, at certain sums, and awarded 
a lump sum in respect of the other matters 
in the agreement. A receiver was, in November, 1878, 
appointed of the defendants’ undertaking, at the 
ot debenture stockholders, Subsequently ia 
1879, the plaintitts recovered judgment fora large sam 
to them for tolls and easement rents ander the agreemen 
aforesaid, By the onder appointing the receiver 
diredted in the usual way to pay all sams necestary 
working and management of the defendants’ 
pay the balance into court, In Jaly, 1879 
applied by summons ia the rece w 
that the receiver should pay them oat of fy 
the amount of their tolls and easement 
they had recovered judgment. Pry, J, 
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(Brocklebank v. East London Railway Company L. R. 
12 Ch. D. 839), on a preliminary objection, that the present 
plaintiffs, not being parties to the action, had no Jocus 
standi to make the application, and he accordingly refused 
the same, with costs. The plaintiffs had since been unable 
to obtain payment of their rent and tolls, as the East 
pn wen doer Ay bry egpn to treat them as ordinary creditors, 
and contended:that the rents and tolls were not part of the 
working expenses of the line. The court had since the 
decision of Fry, J., made an order directing the receiver to 
apply the moneys in his hands in payment of half-a-year's 
interest on the debenture stock. ‘This order was made on an 
@ffidavit by the receiver, not s ating that he had a surplus 
after payment of the current expenses, but that he had a sur- 
plus after making various payments thereout. Notice had been 
given to the receiver not to pay over the sums in his hands 
Without first paying them their tolls and rent. JESssEL, 
M-R., said that the order appointing the receiver was 
quite in proper form, as the title of the debenture stock- 
holders was only to any surplus profits after payment of 
the working expenses incurred in earning that profit. The 
receiver, as an officer of the court, was bound to obey the 
order of the court, and though, strictly speaking, he was 
only accountable to the parties to ihe action where a re- 
ceiver was fgecinted of a going concern, and where he 
was to pay current expenses, it was clearly the duty 
the parties to the action and their advisers to see that 
@ receiver properly carried out the order of the court. 
the present case he was of opinion tat the parties had 
guilty of a dereliction of duty, although it might have 
done under a misapprehension of Fry, J.’s, judgment. 
parties had any difficulty in knowing what the re- 
should do, they could apply for direetions. He 
that the creditors themselves had no -independent 
apply for payment from the receiver, but he certainly 

d have tried, if they had applied to him, to find some 
y to enable them to get paid. A contrary state of 
In his opinion, the re- 


BES 


=H 


Ht 


olderz, after he had received notice from the 
plaintiffs of theirclaim. It was clear thatthe rent .and tolls 
able to them formed part of the current expenses of the 

ine, and this fact must have been known to the receiver. 
The affidavit upon which the order was made was _craftily 
, and it should really have followed the words of the 
order and shown that there was a surplus after payment of the 
working expenses. The result was that the debenture stock- 
holders had received moneys which did not properly belong 
tothem, and that there had been a lamentable failure of 
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a declaration that the rent and tolls were properly part of 
the working expenses of the East London line. On the 
other part of the case he thought that as the plaintiffs were 
stil legal owners of the land, they were entitled to pos- 
session unless the defendants were prepared to pay the 
arrears of the easement rent. The defendants had only an 
—<. under their os —— ming entitled od 
ific performence, must do equity by paying the 

. As there quneuenmienl epriedlo- 

fendants that the plaintiffs uve disentitled by or of > 
wiescence to possession, should postpone giving the 
plaints ifis any judgment for pognent or possession until that 
qucstion was di of, which it must be by amendment of 
the i micttoRs, Curwood ; Wilson, Bristows, & 
Carpmad ; Norton, Rose, Norton, & Brewer. 





CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 
(Belore Mr. Reoistzan Beovcnam, acting as Chief Judge.) 
Nov.18.— Ez porte Shubrook, Le Elford and another (No.2). 


This was an application by the trastee under liquidation 
proceedings for an order restraining the Credit Lyonnais 
from selling, I ot in any wise dealing with the stock- 
in-trade, plant, asscte of Albert Elford, of Oran, in 
Adgeris, aud that the company should pay to the trustee the 











money which they had realized by the sale of the etock and 
other articles at Oran. 

The debtors were merchants carrying on business under. the- 

style of Elford & Co, in London, and Albert Elford at Oran.. 
Mr. G, Barnet, one of the debtors, went out to Oran and 
par pw the business there while Elford remained and man- 
aged the business in London. The Credit Lyonnais was.a 
joint stock banking company established according to French 
law, and having a head office at Lyons, and branches or- 
agencies at Paris, London, Oran,and élsewhere. The debtor, 
Barnet, had business transactions with the Oran branch of 
‘the Credit Lyonnais, who had discounted his bills, and lent 
him money for the purpose of carrying on his business, In. 
October last the affairs of the firm became very. much em- 
barrassed, and the debtors presented a petition for liquidation, 
@ power of attorney having been previously given to Mr.. 
Mengnier, a public accountant at Oran employed by the 
Credit Lyonnais, to wind up their affairs there. Steps were- 
now being taken by the company to realize the property of 
the debtors at Oran, and it had been agreed between the 
parties that the court should decide the preliminary point 
whether this application could be made against the Credit 
Lyonnais in London, the head office of the corporation being 
at Lyons. 

The manager of the London branch of the company 
stated in his affidavit that all the agencies or branches were- 
entirely distinet from and independent of each other, and 
each agency or branch was only accountable or liable to he- 
controlled by the head establishment at Lyons. He had 
not, nor had the London agency, received or dealt with the 
assets of the firm at Oran. The Credit Lyonnais was not 
registered in England. 


Northmore Lawrence, for the trustee, in support.of the.ap- 
plication.—The court had jurisdiction to grantan injunction 
against the Credit Lyonnais, which was a corporation carrying 
on a large business in London: Carron Lron Compamy-v. 
Maclaren (5 H. L. C. 459). A foreign corporation carrying” 
on business in England, although not incorporated by Eng- 
lish law, might be sued as defendants in an English court.in 
respect of a cause of action which arose within the jurisdic- 
tion: Newby v. Van Oppen (20 W. R. 383, L. R.7 Q..B. 
293). Inthat case the principal office of the company was 
at New York. He also cited ord. 9, r. 7, Judicature Act. 

Montagu Cookson, Q.C., and Sidney Woolff, for the Oredit 
Lyonnais. —-The court had no jurisdiction to restrain» the- 
company in regard to an act committed at Oran, and the 
injunction could not be enforced. The Oran branch of the- 
company could not be restrained upon service of the London 
branch. In Newby v. Van Oppen the cause of action arose in 
England : Attorney-General v. Alexander (23°W. Ri:255, 
L. R, 10 Ex. 20). And it was consistent with justice- 
that the application should be made at Oran. To. grantthe 
injunction would be to make the London house responsible 
for the.acts of all the other branches of the company. ‘Sup-- 
posing this was an English corporation, the chief office being 
in London, could it be contended that this court had j . 
tion to grant an injunction against a branch of the bank at 
Newcastle ? 

Lawrence, in reply.—The only question in The Attorney. 
General v. Alezander was whether the Imperial Ottoman 
Bank was liable to income tax. The trustee’s right arose 
within the jurisdiction, and it was a contempt of ‘this: court 
to interfere with his possession of the property of the debtors. 
If the court granted an injunction against a person ‘here, and 
his agent abroad disobeyed it, he was guilty of a contempt of 
court. .The injunction could be enforced by sequestration. 


Mr. Recwrrar Brovenam said the trustee asked that the 
Credit Lyonnais should be restrained from taking or interfer- 
ing with the property and effects of thedebtorsat Oran which the 
trustee alleged belonged to him by virtue of his appointment. . 
The Credit Lyonnais had its head office in Lyons, and the 
branch in London was represented by a manager who kuew 
nothing whatever of the facts, or of the debtors, or their 
affairs. It seemed to him that the cases cited by the learned 
counsel in support of the application were against him rather 
than in his favour. No doubt, if the cause of action arose in 
England—if there had been any dealing, with the London. 
branch—the court would bave restrained the branch in reapect 
of which the cause of action arose, but there Was no power to 

ant an injunction against the house at Lyons for an act 

e by the branch at Oran upon service /of the London 
branch ; and, even if an order had been made for service..at. 
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Lyons, still the court.would have no jurisdiction. He must, 
therefore, dismiss the application, with, costs. 

Solicitors for.the trustee, Crump & Son. 

Solicitors for.the Credit Lyonnais, Michael Abrahams.& Co. 


(Before Mr. Reaiwsrrar Murray, acting as Chief Judge.) 
Nov. 24.—-Re Lioyd, 

Order obtained ex parte, giving a:proxy leave to resolutions 

i caeumus pel at areuceastiies Pret re- 


Thiscwas an application on behalf of:one of the ereditors 
under a petition for liquidation presented by the debtor: for 
an order to:rescind or set aside: the order made on the 3rd 
of November by Mr. Registrar Murray, acting as Ghief 
Judge, giving Mr. Samuel Tilley leave: to-sign the resolutions 
purporting to have'been come to at the second’ meeting of 
creditors held onthe 29th of October, as proxy for R. A. 
Yerbury, one ofthe creditors. 

It appeared that Mr, Yerbury, a creditor for £155, attended 
the first meeting by his proxy, Mr. Tilley, and voted in 
favour of the resolutions which were then putto'the meeting 
for payment of a composition of 3s. 6d. in the pound ‘in: satis- 
faction of the debts. He received notice of the second 
meeting, which:his son attended with a view to ‘ascertain the 
result, and to: know if the resolutions agreed to at the first 
meeting were confirmed at the second, but he gave his son 
no authority to vote, nor did his son hold any proxy for that 
purpose. Mr. Yerbury had already given a proxy to Mr. 
Tilley, and it was his desire that Mr. Tilley should vote for 
him in favour of the confirmation of the resolutions, 

Mr. Tilley, the proxy, in his affidavit, stated that he at- 
tended the second meeting under the petition, and, hearing 
that a Mr. Yerbury was present, he was under the impression 
that it was the creditor, R. A. Yerbury, and not the son, and 
he did not, therefore, exercise bis power of voting as proxy, 
being under the impression that the creditor, being present, 
would sign for himself. He had since ascertained that the 
son only was present ; that he had no proxy on behalf of his 
father ; and that it was the father’s wish that the deponent 
should. act for him as before, and do all things that were 
necessary for the purpose of confirming the resolutions which 
were passed at the first meeting of creditors. Mr. Tilley 
added that, had he known the real facts, he would have signed 
the resolution on behalf of R. A. Yerbury. 

The resolutions were brought-into the office and filed on 
the 2nd of November, but a doubt having arisen whether a 
numerical majority of creditors had been obtained to the 
resolutions without the signature of R.A. Yerbury or his 
proxy, an application was made ex parte on the 3rd of 
November to Mr. Registrar’Murray for leave to sign sunc 
pro ‘tunc, on the ground. of inadvertence on the -part.of ‘the 

roxy, and. he granted the application. On the 4th of 

ovember a petition for adjadication of bankraptey -was 
pa against Lloyd, and the present application fol- 


Miller (solicitor), in support of the application.—The order 
giving the proxy leave to sign was made ex parte. and could 
not be supported. Notice of the «pplication should :have 
been given to the dissenting creditors: Ex parte Vendrell (25 
Soxicrrors’ JourNaL, 31), [Mr. Reoistran Muaray.—It 
is quite clear the fact was not brought to my-notiee that the 
papers:had been filed at.the office. There .is no doubt about 
the right to sign, if it be done before the pa are brought 
in.] Bex parte Thorne, Re Butlin (21 W. BR, 763, L. R. 8 
Ch. 722), .was a conclusive authority against the appli- 
cation, Rule 275 showed that thesignatures might be sub- 
scribed subsequently to the meeting, but prior to the filing 
or registration of the resolution. The creditor was a person 
cnet by the order, and he asked that it.should re- 

- Mr. Registrar Brougham had a sey fol- 
lowed the decision in Zxv.parte Thorne, and had refused to 
allow a signature to be added to resolutions after they were 
filed: Ex parte Stewart, Re Hargrave (25 Soxtcrrons’ 
Journat, 51), 

H. Reed, for the respondent.—The omission to sign 
arose throngh a mistake of fact, the proxy having. attended 
each of the meetings, In Ex parte Thorne the creditors 

their minds, and the decision in that case did not 
apply. The Chief J had allowed the res of 
creditora to be added the resolutions were brought in: 
Re Wehner (20 W. R. 199), [Mr. Rrawsrrarn Murnay.— 
That caso ocourred in 1872, before Ex parte Thorne, and I 








adjourned it for the consideration of the Chief Jadge.] Zz 
parte Thorne bad not Soe in w 





trar-had-no power to allow signatures ‘to be: added after 
the ‘resolutions were filed. That was the effeet of the 
jadgment, and sitting here as Chief Jadgehe was bound 
by it. The order must be rescinded, with costs. 

Solicitors for the applicant, Miller & Miller. 

Solicitors for the respondent, Tilley 4 Soames. 


a 


(Before Mr. Recistrar Haztrrr, acting as Chief Jadge:) 


Nov. 26.—Ez parte Nash and Lienard, Re the Earl of 
Perth. 

The court will not adjudicate a debtor bankrupt under the lith 
clause of section 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, upon the 
application of one only of his creditors, where a probability 
exists of a portion of the composition being recovered 
@ sutety. 

This.was an application by Mesars. Nash & Lienard,.a 
firm of wine merchants, for an adjudication of 
against the Earl of Perth and Melfort under the 11 
clause of.section 126 of the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 

The Earl of Perth filed a petition for liquidation under 
sections 125 and 126 of the Act, 1869, 
in May, 1877, and.at the first meeting, held on the 4th of 
June, resolutions wete passed to the following effect :— 
To accept & composition of 5s. in the £1, payable by twenty 
instalments of threepence each every six months, the 
whole to be paid within the period of ten years. 
the covenant.of the Countess of Perth, wife of the 
should be accepted as security for the payment of 
of £250 every six months to trustees until 
have received sufficient to pay the composition. 
sideration of the creditors passing the resolutions, 
agreed to enter into a covenant with the 
the event of his sacceeding upon an appeal to 
Lords, and obtaining the estates claimed by hi 
part thereof, to pay to such trustees within ai 
auch a sum as would be snfficient to.pay the creditors 
full amount of their debts, and interest. By the terms 
the resolutions trustees were appointed to receive and 
tribute the composition, and, .at a meeting held en . 
18th of June, 1877, the.resolutions- were confirmed 
creditors, and on the 25th of June they were 


registered. 

The.applicants were creditors of the debtor at the date 
the liquidation petition for the sum of £67 2s. 9d., and 
alleged that neither of the instalments of the composition 
hac. been paid to them or to the trustees by the debtor 
the countess. The liabilities at the time of the presentation 
of the petition were about £13 ; no assets. 

Sidney Woolf, in support of the application.—The com- 
position in this case could not seenalh withont injustice or 
undue delay to the creditors, and the i were 
entitled to an adjudication: Ex parte (26 W. R, 
468, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 45) ; and the power to adjudicate 
might be exercised more than six months after the fling of 
the, petition for liquidation. m 

C. H. Turner, for the respondent,—This.was not a case in 
which the court would to an immediate adjudication. 
There was no evidence that the debtor’s property req 
protection, and the applicants did not show that they had 
preased the trustees to proceed against the debtor or his.wife 
under their covenants. The court had a discretion, in these 
cases, and the applicants, who were creditors for a small 
amount only, had no absolute right to au adjudication. He 
referred to rules 266 and 267. 

Theodore Lumley (solicitor), for the trastees.—Be 
Chariton did not apply. The trustees had reagon to 
that they would obtain a decree in the Chaneery Di 
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the separate estate of the countess. The 
not communicated with the trustees in 
of proceedings under the covenants, and, if they 

aggrieved by any act of theirs, they had their remedy. 

2¢ Act did not in a case where one creditor stood in 
an isolated position from the others. 

Woolf, in reply.— The position of the surety was unaffected 
by the bankruptcy of the debtor ; the surety remained liable : 
Ex parte Gilbey, Re Bedeli (26 W. R. 768, L. R. 8 Ch. D. 
248); Glegg v. Gilbey (25 W. R. 42, L. R. 2 Q. B. D, 209). 
He also cited Ex parte Waterer (22 W. R. 426). 

Mr. ReetstRar Hazzirt said the clause upon which the 
application rested provided that if it a to the court 
on sati evidence that a composition could not, in con- 
Sequence of legal difficulties, or for any sufficient cause, 
proceed without injustice or undue delay to the creditors, or 
to the debtor, the court might adjudge the debtora bankrupt. 
The words were, ‘‘ to the creditors,” but here the only appli- 
cants were a firm whose debt was £67 odd. As no other 
creditor concurred, he did not think, as a matter of discretion 
—there sti)] appearing to be a possibility of recovering some- 
thing under the covenant of the countess—that he would do 
right if he adjudicated the debtor a bankrupt. The applica- 
tion would be dismissed, but without costs. 

Solicitors for the applicants, Lindo d& Co. 

Solicitor for the respondent, W. A. Smith. 
Solicitors for the trustees, ‘Lumley &- Lumley. 


applicants 
to the 
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THE COUNCIL OF JUDGES. 


Me. Justice Warxin Wittiams communicated the fol- 
lowing memorandum to the Council of the Judges :— 

“The first question I understand to be, whether the 
Council of Judges should make a recommendation to her 
Majesty in Council to the effect that the common law 
divisions of the High Court of Justice should be reduced in 
number from three divisions to one. I think that such a 
recommendation should be made, and I desire to add 
shortly my reasons, which, it will be seen, reach beyond 
the proposition immediately before the council. 

“The fixed and formal barriers by which the Supreme 
Court of Judicature is at present separated—first, into two 
great divisions, and, secondly, into farther sub-divisions of 
the High Court of Justice—might all be removed with 





great ical advantage. Their removal would be attended 
with vast economy of judicial strength anda general elevation 
of the judicial bench. The confusion and inconvenience ap- 
prehended by some might be easily avoided by a al 
division, classification, and distribution of the multifarious 
business ever which the court would have jurisdiction. The 
Supreme Court of Judicature is now formally separated 
into two divisions—namely, the Court of Appeal and the 
High Court of Justice. The Court of Appeal, although not 
seperated into divisions, sits in several divisions, 
the individual Lords Justices being interchangeable. The 
High Court of Justice is formally separated into ‘five divi- 
sionr, and one of these, the Chancery Division, divides itself 
practically into five distinct sub-divisions, each, for the sake 
of convenience, being distinguished by the name of the pre- 
siding jadge. There would appear, therefore, to be no in- 
practical difficulty in distributing the whole body 
of jadges of a single Supreme Court over as many courte, 
bavieg cognizance of as many distinct varieties of 
busivess, clacsified and divided as convenience might 
suggest, without any formal divisionsof the court. My 
view is that the business, not the court, should be divided and 
classified according to natural divisions, and appropriately 
distributed peed the jadges of the Supreme Court—as 
; Revenue business to certain of the judges 
fixed ; election business the same ; inferior appel- 
like manner; circuit business to all the 
¢ Court ; Crown cases reserved to a court 

'y selected, and £0 on, 
question relates to the abolition of the offices 
ice of Common Picas and Chief stent ~ 

again, my reasons extend t 

. I believe that, in treating oie 
remote and indirect nences, 
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any sufficient reasoa for the 
chief over the judges of the 
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Supreme Court of Judicatare ; and from this strictly 
int of view, the retention of the offices of Lord Chief 
ustice 0 land and of the Master of the Rolls could no 
more be justified ‘than the retention of the offices now in 
nestion. I entertain, however, a strong conviction that 
e abolition of any of these great offices would be attended 
with injurious consequences the judicial bench and to 
the public service. Many delicate and invisible gs 
would be touched, and I believe that the quality and tone, 
especially of the bench of first instance, would suffer 
seriously from the absence of these high judicial officers, 
and from other indirect but inevitable consequences of with- 
drawing them from that bench. The office of judge is less 
attractive than it was thirty years ago; the daties and labour 
are more continuous and incessant; they are heavier and 
more difficult; the expenses are greater, and the salary, re- 
latively to the value of money, much less. On the other hand, 
the receipts of prosperous men in all kinds of business have 
greatly increased and are increasing; and I doubt the 
wisdom in these days, when wealth is increasing and uni- 
versal education is spreading, of making the judicial bench 
of first instance less an object of ambition to the rising genera- 
tion than it has been in the past. I think, even further, 
that the High Court of Appeal and the appellate tribunal in 
the House of Lords would also gradually suffer and deterio- 
rate from certain indirect but inevitable consequences which 

can be foreseen, but which need not be particularized. 
**T am not able, therefore, to concur in the recommenda- 
tions for the abolition of the offices in question. 

“ WartkIN WILLIAMS.” 





SOCIETIES. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at 
the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, |Chancery-lane, 
on Thursday, December 2, the following being present, 
viz., Mr. Desborough, chairman; and Messrs. Boodle, 
Burges, Clabon, Drew, Desborough, jun., Hedger, Parkin, 
Scadding, Sawtell, and Smith, and A. B. Carpenter (sec- 
retary), grants of £16 were made to two non-members 
and the ordinary general business was transacted. 


LEEDS INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held on 
the 19th ult., at the Law Institute, Albion-place, Leeds, 
There were present Mr. T, Marshall, president, in the 
chair; Messrs. J. Latimer, O. Eddison, G. H. Nelson, 
J. Rider, J. C. Malcolm, W. Clarke, A. L. Booth, F. H. Barr, 
J. S. Newstead, J. D. Kay, J. Scott, B. R. Burrell, W. B. 
Craven, E. Wilson, and G. W. Morrison. 

The report having been taken as read, it was proposed 
by the Presipent, seconded by Mr. Barn, and resolved :— 
“That the report of the committee and the treasurer's 
account, now presented, be received and adopted.” 

Considerable discussion took place upon the suggestions 
for the negotiation of sales and loans, and establishing a 
legal exchange, contained in the report, Mr. E. W1Lson 
referred to a report drawn up by Mr. F. Eppison and 
himself bearing upon this subject. 

It was moved by Mr. J. D. Kay, seconded by Mr, J. 8. 
Newstvap, and resolved :—‘‘ That books, as recommended 
in the report, be kept for the entry of sales, mortgages, 
and like transactions.” 

It was also moved by Mr. G. H. Newson, seconded by 
Mr. A. L, Boorn, and resolved:—“ That members of the 
Leeds Law Society, who can conveniently do so, attend 
the Law Institution on Thursday in each week, from one 
to balf-past one o'clock.’ 

Mesers. J. W. Middleton, J. Rider, R. H, Braithwaite, 
and W, Bb. Craven were elected members of the committee’ 
Mr. T. Marshall was re-elected hon. secretary for the 
ensuing year. Mr. J. D. Kay was re-elected hon. treasurer 
fortheensuing year, Messrs, Arthur Copsdn Peake, Richard 
Barrough Hopkins, James Beaumont, and Harry Alexander 
Child were elected members of the society. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the 





business of the meeting. 
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The following are extracts from the report :— 

Law Institution.—The committee have to report the 
continued success of the law institution, and to thank 
those membets who have by use of the room contributed to 
that success. ‘They hope that all the members will further 
extend the usefulness of the society by the use of the rooms 
-on every practicable opportunity. Notwithstanding these 
gratifying results, the committee cannot but think that the 

w institution might be made still more useful to the 
profession than at present if members having money to lend 
or securities to offer could be induced to leave particulars of 
‘their money or securities at the Institution. Tt is possible 
that some members might dislike the publicity which would 
‘follow from these particulars being placed in the sale room, 
or in other rooms accessible to persons who are not members; 
‘but to meet this difficulty it is suggested that two books 
should be kept and placed in the library or office, one 
containing particulars of money to be lent or property for 
‘sale, and the other of securities offered. These books would 
be open to the inspection of members, but of .no other per- 
‘sons ; and the committee think that by this means sales 
and loans might often be conveniently negotiated. The 
practicability ot utilizing the law institution as a place of 
common meeting for the members, at certain fixed times, 
has frequently occupied the attention of the committee. 
They think that the time has now arrived when the experi- 
ment might at least be tried. As its success will depend on 
ithe amount of support , ea toit by the members generally, 
the committee prefer to leave the matter in their hands, with 
-@ general recommendation in favour of fixing certain times 
during which members might meet at the society’s roome for 
transacting business. 

District Probate Registrars.—It having been matter of 
complaint that in some cases district registrars of the Court 
of Probate acted professionally in probate business in their 
own registries, the subject was investigated by a committee 
of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society. From the 
report made by that committee, and from information fur- 
nished by the Association of District Registrars, by way of ob- 
servations upon that report, it appeared to your committee that 
asa matter of fact some district registrars were in the habit 
of transacting business of a professional nature in their own 
registries, and of charging for such business, The rules of 
the Court of Probate prohibit district registrars of that court 
from directly or ivdirectly transacting business for them- 
selves or for any other persons, in the registries to which 
they are appointed. In many probate registries the regis- 
‘trar receives from the solicitors by post papers leading to 
grant, and by settling and advising on those papers assists 
‘the solicitors, This work is charged for, and the amount re- 
ceived is retained by the registrars for their own use. The 
fact that the probate registrar acts, not as the solicitor, 
‘but as the agent for the solicitor directly concerned, did not 
appear to your committee to make the practice less an in- 
fringement of the Rules of Court, and they accordingly, on the 
18th of February, passed the following resolution :—*‘‘ That 
in the opinion of this society, it is improper that district 
probate registrars who are not solicitors should act at all in 
probate business, and equally improper that such registrars 
as are solicitors should act es the agents for other solicitors, 
or should practise in probate cases in their own districts.” 
There being some difference of opinion as to the propriety 
-of this practice on the part of several law societies, and the 
matter appearing to your committee to involve a somewhat 
important question of principle, on the 17th of June your 
committee passed, in confirmation of the resolution 
of the 18th of February, the following resolution:— 
«* That, in the opinion of this society, it is not in accord- 
ance with the intention of the rules of the Court of Pro- 
bate that district registrars of the Court of Probate should 
act as agents of other solicitors in their own registries ; it 
would, however, be a convenience to the public if district 
‘probate registrars were required, as part of their official 
duty, to receive papers leading to grant, and to forward 
arant by post without other fee than the coat of postage.” 
This resolution, with a statement of the reasons on which 
it was based, was sent to the Incorporated Law Society 
and to the members of the Associated Provincial Law So- 
cietios. 

The Land Bills.—An important series of Billa for facili- 
ba 3 sales, leases, and other dispositions of settled land 
(The Settled Land Act, 1880"); for simplifying and im. 
proving the practice of conveyancing, and for amending in 
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various particulars the law of property (“The Con 
and Law of P y Act, 1880"); and for ing © 
provision ng the remuneration of solicitors in 
veyancing and other non-contentious business (“ The 
tors Remuneration Act, 1880”); were brought into the 
— of ae by wed late Lord po 

ast of these Bills empow a committee of jadges 
make general orders for the remuneration of eulielonss i 
conveyancing and other non-contentious business, either by 
rates of commission, or percentage, or by a gross sum, or by 
a fixed sum for each document prepared or perused, without 
regard to length, or in any other mode, or partly in one 
mode and partly in another or others, and with power to 
regulate the remuneration with reference to various con- 
siderations specified in the Bill The Bill went on to 
provide that where general orders prescribed or allowed 
remuneration by way of commission or percentage, a solicitor 
should not be entitled to recover under any a 
greater amount than the scale provided. This seemed so 
obviously impotitic and unfair that eteps were taken by 
the chief law society, with the assistance of your own and 
other country sovieties, to have the clause struck out, and 
this was eventually done. The Bill in question, although 
defective in various respects, and especially in exclud- 
ing the Incorporated Law Society from the body ap- 
pointed to frame rules, yet marks an important stage in 
the effort to substitute scales of commission for bills of 

ts 


sete 


costs. 

Additional Civil Assize at Leeds——The secretary of the 
Leeds Chamber of Commerce has requested the co-operation 
of your society in an intended application for an additional 
civil assize at Le The committee have informed the 
chamber that they will be glad to co-operate with the Cham- 
ber of Commerce for the intended purpose. 





THE IRISH INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Sosiety of 
Ireland was held on the 26th ult., in the Solicitors’ Hall, 
Four Conrts. Mr. Henry Augustas Dillon, president, occu- 
pied the chair. The report was taken as read. 

The CHarRMAN said the report enabled the profession 
to see that the outgoing council had not been idle daring 
the past year with regard to a matter of primary im- 
portance—the schedule of fees. He thought they had 
reasonable ground for expressing regret that the jedges 
had no$ as yet been able to dispose of the memorial seut 
forward in January, 1879. No doubt, there had been in 
the’ interval much political excitement. There was a 
change of Government and a change in the highest legal 
fanctionary in the country; but the council, as well as the 
previous one, had given an enormous amoant of time and 
trouble to the question, and he hoped the judges would 
soon see their way to finally dispose of the saggestions of 
the society as to the amendments of the fees, which 
justice required. He hoped the incoming council would 
not lose sight of the matter until it was dealt with one way 
or the other. He expressed the same hope as to the matter 
of fees in interlocutory motions. At present, this anomalous 
state of things existed that the costs awarded to the 
parties who succeeded did not sometimes amount to the 
coats out of pocket. Another question which he hoped to 
see brought by the new council to a successful issue was 
the appointment of Solicitor to the Inland Reveaue. The 
society made no personal complaint against the member of 
the bar recently appointed to that office, He was a gentle- 
man of high respectability, but they did complaio, and 
strongly, that any other bat a solicitor should be selected 
for the post. The bar had a great number of lucrative 
appointments open to them, the solicitors very few; and 
they would never cease their exertions until they so altered 
the law as to enable the original intention to be carried oat 
—namely, that the office in question should be held by a 
solicitor, and a solicitor only. He repeated, the bar had a 
great good offices legitimately open to them, and he 
certainly felt that they oaght to be satiated without 
seeking to take from the solicitors one of the very 
important appointments now left to their 
Laat a¢asion a considerable of bills more or less affect- 
ing the profession was introduced into Parliament, bat all 
fell through owing to the enormous re of public daai- 


nese of great importance. Several of these bille were te 
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be re-introduced in the coming session, and he was sure:the | Davison, George i 

incomirg council would in dealing with them watch care- | Draper, W. H. M. Lloyd, G. W. 
fally over the interests of the profession. He begged to | Eceles, J. C. MacColla, C. J, 
move the adoption of the report. Elliott, F. P. Mallam, E. C. 

Mr. Ropert K. Cuayx (Messrs. Casey & Clay), said he | Ellis, C. M. J. Maylett, William 
had great pleasurein seconding the motion, and bearing { Emerson, C. A. Mole, C. 
testimony to the earnest and zealous labours of the | English, A. Monnington, Alfred, B.A. 

ing the past year. He hoped that no effort | Eyles, George Morris, A. W. 
spared by the new council to effect a change in | Fellows, H.S. L. Newall, G. W. 
i to the appointment of Solicitor to the | Fielder, A. Newman, Thomas 
ne. The matter was a difficult one, buthe | Flegg, J. M. -Nicholson, A. W. 
y would receive the cordialand efficient aid | Flegg, W. C. O’ Beirne, RB. L. 
Parliament of Mr. Findlater, whose exertions for the | Gabb,.J. Owen, John 
the profession in the matter of the Local | George, H. T. Paine, W. R. 
Bill deserved their warmest thanks. With | Gilling, A. W. Puake, R. 
to. the schedule of ‘fees, he thought the bar ought | Grant, C. P., B.A. Pedder, John 
ive help to the solicitors in the matter. Grant, J. H. Penny, J. J., B.A. 

The-report was then adopted. Gray, BR. W. Pierce, J. H. 

‘Phe Secretary brought up the report of the scratineers | Greenwood, Walter Pope, John, jun., M.A. 
ofthe ballot for the council for 1881. Guise, J. W. Price, John 

On the motion of Mr. Roper K. Cray, seconded by Mr. | Hamilton, J. L. Rhys, P. T. 

James Lane, president of the Southern Law Club, the re- | Hanrott, A. G. Richards, L. 
port of the scrutineers was adopted. Hardcastle, F. Robertson, C. H. de G. 

Mr. Drx having been called to the second chair, Harman, A. J. Robinson, Thomas 

Mr. Wri1iam Finpuarer, M.P., moved a voteof thanks | Harris, F. J. Royle. H. J. 
to Mr. H. A. Dillon for his conduct in the chair, and for his | Harrison, C. E., LL.B. Rycroft, F. W. R. 
most valuable services to the profession during his year of | Harwood, W. E. Salisbary, F. G.,’BsA. 
office. Mr. Dillon had shown himself pre-eminently the | Heaton, C. D. j Sandys, Allan 
right man in the right place. He had shown great ability | Higson, J. W. Sankey, P. £. 
in the discharge of his duties, and his attention to the | Hills, Walter Seward, J. E, 
interests of the profession was beyond praise. The | Holden, T. L. Sims, William 
urbanity and kindness with which he received every sug- | Holme, G. J. Skipper, A. J. 
gestion made his presidency a pleasaut memory to the whole | Holmes, A. H. Smith, James Shakespeare 

ion. He hoped that the time was not distant when | Holmes, Arthur Smith, John James 
they would see Mr. Dillon again filling the position he was | Homfray, Alfred Smith, W. G. 8. 
80 capable of filling. Hopkins, A. E. Smith, W. J. 

Mr. Witu1am Rocue seconded the vote of thanks, and | Howard, Frank Snell, F. A. 
expressed his sincere feeling ot admiration of the way Mr. | Hoyle, E. E. Stewart, W. J. 
Dillon had discharged his duties as president. Hughes, A. H. Strickland, F. de B. 

The resolution was passed by acclamation. Hutton, W. H. Sumner, R. T, 

Mr. Hesey A. Ditton having briefly acknowledged the | Isbell, J. G. Sutcliffe, G. G, O. 

ae ; James, A. E., B.A. Tempest, C. W. 

The proceedings terminated. James, A. P. Thomas, A. W. 
Jeavons, 8. Thompson, William 
Jehu, J. D. Tregaskis, E. J. 
Jenkins, J. T. Twynam, George 

’ i Walker, A. F. 
LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. s Walpole, H. 0. C. 
cai Ward, E. J. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. - i, Wateon, W. J. 
Fina EXaMination. Wells, L. Mc’. 


. ‘ -D. White, F. C. 
List of the snecessfal candidates at the last final | Kempthorne, J. W. Whitehead, F. 0. M. 


examination, held on the 9th and 10th of November. Kirkland, G. E. Wilkin, E. 

i Langton, J. D. Willoughby, A. F. 
: Law, James Wilson, J. C. 

Cadman-Jones, H. M., B.A. | Leeds, George Winter, F. B. 

Cameron, J., jun. Lindsey, F. W. H. Wooley, C. D. 

Carruthers, Robert 

Cottevall, Shemes LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 


yar” The weekly meeting of this society was held at the Law 


’ Institution, on Tuesday evening, Mr. W. Bartlett in 
— - tone L. the chair. The question appointed for the evening’s debate 
Clark. J. H. was the following :—‘‘ A, dies insolvent, leaving B. his 
Clinton, C W.F executor, to whom he owes a debt. C., another creditor, 

— 2 — a judgment for administration of — —_ = an. 

a T. order appointing a receiver, who gets in sufficient funds to 

pg H.. BA. pay B.'s debt. ‘B. applies for payment of his debt ont of the 

“a amount in the receiver’s hands in priority to the other eredi- 

tors. Is be so entitled f”’ and was opened in theaffirmative 
by Mr. J. K. Wright. The following gentlemen ad 

the society on the same side: Mr. Henry Mossop, Mr. Green, 

and Mr. Spiers ; and the following in the negative : % 

Kirk, Napier, and Van Sommer. ‘The question on being put 

to the meeting was decided in the affirmative by one vote, 

UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

The usual weekly mecting of thie society was held on 
Be Wednesday, the let inst., at Clemeni’s-inn, Mr. MacLaren 
Cromdy, E. H. G. in the chair, After the sppointment of Messrs, Acland, 
Dalton, J. W. Bartrum, and Maclaren to form « commitiee for the adjadica-. 
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tionof the Cookson Prize, the motion on the paper, “ That the 
imprisonment of the Rev, T. Pelham Dale ag unjustifiable,” 
was brought forward by Mr. C. Kains-Jackson, who was sup- 

by Messrs. Bateman-Napier, Layman, Edlin, Robin- 
son, Stevens, and Maxwell; and opposed by Messrs. 
Acland, Dowson, Strickland (a visitor), Spence, Harvey, and 
Bull. Mr. Jackson replied, and upon a division the.motion 
was lost by a majority of three votes. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT LAW STUDENTS’ 
‘ SOCIETY. 


The usual fortnightly meeting of the above society was 
held at the Law Library, on Tuesday, the 23rd inst., 
H. Walter Ibbotson, Esq., solicitor, presiding, at which there 
was a very fair attendance. The question for debate was as 
follows :—‘‘ A. contracts to sell fifty sacks of flour to B. ; 
B. subsequently removes, and at the same time pays for 
ten sacks. One month afterwards,:.A.gives written notice 
to B. that, unless within fourteen days B. removes and pays 
for the remaining sacks, A. will rescind the contract and re- 
sell the goods. B. having failed to remove and pay for the 
remaining sacks, A, sells them at an advanced price. 
Can B. afterwards maintain an action against A. for 
damages for non-delivery of the remaining sacks, and, if so, 
what would be the measure of such damages?’ The 
affirmative and negative sides were primarily represented 
by Messrs. Russell and Bennett respectively. During 
the cour-e of the debate, in which the majority of those 
present took part, many arguments were brought to bear on 
the question, and distinctions drawn between certain 
of the numerous cases cited, and finally, after a summing up 
by the chairman, the question was put to the meeting, and 
decided almost unanimously in the affirmative. The question 
as to the measure of damages was not precisely ascertained, 
the meeting being of opinion that it was one forajury. A 
= of thanks to Mr. Ibbotson brought the meeting to a 
close. 


MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


The fourth meeting of this society for the present session 
was held on Tuesday in the Law Library, Cross-street, 
under the presidency of J. W. Hamilton, Esq., LL.B., 
barrister-at-law. The matter for debate was as follows :— 
**A. allows and pays his wife a sum of money for dress 
sufficient for her station in life, but upon condition that she 
is not to pledge his credit. Notwithstanding this, his wife 
obtains certain articles of dress from B., a draper, on credit. 
The price was reasonable, and the articles necessaries, in the 
sense that they are suitable to the wife’s degree and condition 
in life. The agreement between her and her husband that 
she will not pledge his credit is unknown to B., the trades- 
man. (1.) Can B. maintain an action against A. for the 
price of the articles sold to his wife? (2.) Has he any 
remedy against the wife or her separate property ? (3.) Is he 
entirely remediless?’”’? Messrs. A, Smith and Steinberg, who, 
with those who supported them, were necessarily hampered 
by the decision of the House of Lords on Saturday last in 
the case of Debenham v. Mellon, but, nevertheless, made a 
stout fight in respect of their contention, argued that ques- 
tion No. 1 should be answered in the affirmative. Messrs. 
Price and oy contended that the remedy of B, would be 
against the wife or her separate property, and Messrs. Law 
and Hawkins that he would be entirely remediless. In the 
discussion which ensued, Messrs. Rycroft, Peacock, Rayner, 
Hardman, Norton, Coward, Innes, and Butcher (hon. sec.) 
took part, and the learned chairman having summed up the 
arguments adduced, the first two questions were answered in 
the negative, and the third, therefore, was affirmed. The 
thanks of the society were then given to the chairman. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


At a meeting of the above society, held in the Law 
Library, on Tuesday evening, the 380th ult, Mr. H. 
Laken Smith in the chair, a debate took place upon the 
following moot point :--‘‘Section 12 of 18 Vict. 0, 15, pro- 
vides that. an annuity sball not affect any lands as to pur- 
chasers, mortgagees, and creditors, unless it is registered. 
Does an incumbrancer, with notice of an unregistered an- 
nuity, get Ee J over the annuitant, nothwithstanding 
this section? "Le Nove v. Le Neve (2 W. & 'T. Eq. Cas, 
36; Greaves v, Lofleld (28 W. KR. 840, and cases there cited), 





The ers.in the affirmative were Messrs. Hooper, Croek— 
ford, O’Connor, and Robinson, and in the negative, Messrs- 
Barrows, Rogers, and Thursfield. After the chairman had 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Right Won. Joun Duxe Coteriwer, Lord Cotzrmes, 
Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas Division, has been 
appointed Lord Chief Justice of England, in succession to- 
the late Sir Alexander Cockburn. Lord Coleridge isthe eldest 
son of the Right Hon. Sir John Taylor idge, many 
years a judge of the Court of Queen’s Bench, and was born 
in 1821. He was educated at Eton, and was formerly 
scholar of Balliol College, Oxford. He B.A. in 
1842, and was subsequently elected a fellow of Exeter Col- 
lege. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1846, and practised on the Western 
Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel jn 1861, and he was- 
for several years recorder of Portsmouth. From 1865 till 
1873 he represented the city of Exeter in the Liberal interest . 
In December, 1868, on the formation of Mr. Gladstone’s - 
first administration, he was appointed Soliciter-General and 
received the honour of knighthood, and three years later 
he succeeded Sir Robert Collier as Attorney-General. In 
November, 1873, on the death of Sir William Bovill, he was- 
appointed Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common 
Pleas, and was shortly afterwards raised tothe peerage and 
sworn a member of the Privy Council. 


Mr. Samuet Pratt Berens Bucxnitt, solicitor, who 
has been elected Assistant Secretary to the Incorporated Law 
Society, is the son of Dr. Samuel Birch Bucknill, of Rugby. 
He was educated at Rugby and at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated B.A. in 1872. He served his articles with 
Messrs. Meynell & Pemberton, of 20, White-hall-place, -and 
was admitted a solicitor in 1875. 

Mr. Witt1am Coxwett, solicitor and notary, of South- 
ampton, Lyndhurst, and Leamington, has been appointed a 
Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Acknowledgments of 
Deeds by Married Women for Hampshire and the Town of 
Southampton. 

Mr. Henry Hervey Etwes, soliciter (of ‘the firm of 
Turner, Deane, & Elwes), of Colchester, has been i 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme of 
Judicature. 

Mr. Benzamin Bripces Hunter Ropwett, Q.C., M.P, 
has been elected President of the West Suffolk Chamber of 
Agriculture. . 

Mr. Joseru Sranzey, solicitor, of Norwich, has been ap- 

inted a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Acknow- 
edgments of Deeds by Married Women for the County of 
Norfolk and the City of Norwich. 





COMPANIES. 





WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
Jot Stock Companrss. 
Lruxrtsp uv Cuancery. 
Brewivenam Berwrye, Maurine, axp Distm.me Cues, Soe 
tTKD.—Petition for winding up, presented Nov i to be 
heard before V.C. Hallon Deo 3, Deane and Co, South sq, Gray's 


Hais 





Ny for the p rs 

Fuaestarr Sitver Mixtne Company or Utas, Luoerree.—The 
M.R, has fixed Dec 6 at 11 at his chambers for the appointment 
an official liquidator 

Heute Camanr anp Live Worxs Comrayy, Loserep.—The MR. 
has fixed Deo 6 at 12 at his chambers for the of an 
official lic 

Inox Haus 
ing up, presented Nov 


OLLING Mruts Comrayy, Linereep.—Petition for wind. 

directed to be heard before the MUR, 
on Deo 4, Sharpe and Co, Bedford row, for Peace and Co, Wigan, 
solicitors for the petitioners 


Lonvon anv Sovrawarx Insurances Conroratron, Lowrren.—By 
an onler made by the M.R., dated Now 8, it was onmlered thas the 
voluntary winding up of the company be continued, Dleand aad 
Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners 

Navieatine Tsureraras Company, Linreep.--Ry aa order made 
by the M.R,, dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the company be 
wound up, Fox, Gray's inn sq, solicitor for the petitioner 
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-Swaptirvcore Corimry Compayy, Lu«rrep.—Petition for winding 
up, ei i to be heard before V.C. Hall, on 
ine pat Hindson-Miller and Vernon, Moorgate st, solicitors for 

e petitoner 

Waste Meraus Propucts Company, Liurrep.—Petition for winding 
ae ae 

yer, avenue, 80! or er 

WIvELiscomsr SLATE Company, Liurrep.—V.C. Hall has fixed 
aes at 12 at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 


q’ 
“‘Vron Stats Company, Lrurrep.—V.C. Malins has fixed Dec 3 at 12 
at his chambers for the appointment of an official liquidator 
[ Gazette, Nov. 26.] 


Hatreax Bureprne anp Quarryrne Company, Luairep.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Nov 29, directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on Dec 11. Williamson and Co, Sherborne lane, agents for 
Foster and Co, Halifax, solicitors for the petitioners 

HUDDERSFIELD QuaRRYIne Company, Liwitep.—The M.R. has 
fixed Dec 10 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
Official liquidator 

Marropouitan SteamBoat Company, Luuitep.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Nov 24, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins 
on Dec 10. Tilsley, Abchurch yd, solicitor for the petitioners 


-Soura Kenstyeron Co-orgrative Srorgs, Limirep.—Petition for 


winding up, presented Nov 27, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins on Dec 10, Bridges and Co, Red Lion sq, solicitors for 


the petitioner 
(Gazette, Nov. 30.] 


UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


“GENERAL PropucE Trapine Company.—Creditors are required, 


on or before Dec 20, to send their names and addresses, and the 
— of their debts or claims, to Davis, 6, Exchange West, 
l, Jan 14 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 
(Gazette, Nov. 26.] 


County PaLaTrve or LANCASTER. 
Liurrep In CHANCERY, 


‘Lrvgrroot axp Continental STEAMSHIP Company, LiwitEp.—B 


an order made by the V.C., dated Nov 15, it was ordered that the 
voluntary winding up of the company be continued. Etty, Liver- 
pool, solicitor for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, Nov. 26.] 


Faisxpiy Societies Dissotvep. 


Graic Pir Frrenpty Socrety, Bridge End Inn, Aberdare, Gla- 
morgan, Nov 24 


‘Leamryeton Frreypty Arp Socrery, British Workman Coffee 


house, Leamington, Warwick, Nov 24 
MippiesporovuGH-on-Texs District BRANCH WIDOW AND ORPHANS 
Fusp, 1.0.0.F.M.U., Odd Fellows’ Hall, Middlesborough-on- 
Tees, Nov 27 
Royrat Barrow Bexerit Socrery, Greyhound Inn, Spittal st, Gt 
Marlow, Buckingham, Nov 24 


“St. Asprews Wowen’s Beyerit Society, Iron School, Presteign, 


nor, Nov 27 
St. Wrverrzep Loner, No. 2025, InpEPENDENT OrpER oF Opp 
Pre.tows, Mancuester Unity, Frrenpix Socrery, Cross Keys 
Inn, Holywell, Flint, Nov 24 
Wipow asp Oxruans’ Funp opr tHe Lipnoox District ANCIENT 
Ozper or Forzsters, Railway Tavern, Liphook, Hants, Nov 24 


[ Gazette, Nov. 30.| 








OBITUARY. 


MR, WILLIAM CHANDLEY JOHN MELLOR, 


Mr. William Chandley John Mellor, solicitor (of the 
firm of Greene & Mellor), of Huntingdon, died on 
the 5th ult. Mr. Mellor was the eldest son of the 
late Mr. William Jones Mellor, solicitor, of Hunt- 
ingdon. He was admitted in 1861, when he went 
into partnership with his father and with Mr. Cuthbert 
Edward Greene, the clerk to the county magistrates at 
Hontingdon, and he had practised at that place for nineteen 

having also branch offices at St. Ives and Chatteris. 

e acted for several years as deputy-coroner for the Hundreds 
of Toseland and Leightonstone, and upon bis father’s death 
he succeeded to the office of coroner. He was clerk to the 
Commissioners of Taxes, and secretary to the Huntingdon 
‘County Hospital, and steward of the manors of St. Ives, 
Foulmere, and Coveneys. He was a perpetual commissioner 
for Hantingdonshire, and was fora few years a member of 
the Hontingdon Town Council. Mr. Mellor had been for a 
long time in failing health. He was buried at the Hunting- 
don Cemetery on the 10th ult. 


MR. EDWARD GEORGE SMITH, 


Mr. Edward George Smith, solicitor, registrar of the Bath 
County Court, died of pleurisy at Combe Down, Bath, on 
the 17th ult. Mr. Smith was the youngest son of Mr. Joseph 








Smith, barrister. He was born ia 1804, and was admitted a 
solicitor in 1828. He formerly practised at Merthyr Tydvil, 
but in 1855 he removed to Bath, on receiving from his 
brother, the late Mr. Joseph Grace Smith, judge of county 
courts for Circuit No. 52, the appointment of registrar of 
the Bath County Court. Mr. Smith was universally esteemed 
in Bath. He took an active interest in political and 
municipal matters, having been for several years a town 
councillor for St. James’s Ward. He was a warm supporter 
of the Liberal party. At the sitting of the Bath County 
Court, on the 19th ult., the judge (Mr. Oaillard) spoke of the 
great legal ability and high personal character of the late 
registrar, and expressed his sorrow at the news of his death, 
oa os was buried at the Abbey Cemetery, Bath, on the 
23rd ult. 


MR. WILLIAM JACOB HOLLEST. 


Mr. William Jacob Hollest, solicitor (of the firm of Hollest 
& Mason), of Farnham, died at Southsea, on the 18th ult. 
Mr. Hollest was the son of Mr. John Hollest, solicitor, of 
Farnham, and was born in 1803. He was admitted a solici- 
tor in 1830, and a few years later succeeded to his father’s 
practice. For several years he had been associated in part- 
nership with Mr. Richard Mason, the clerk to the county 
magistrates at Farnham. Mr. Hollest was a perpetusl com- 
missioner for Surrey and Hampshire, and he had an exten- 
sive private practice. He held a large number of important 
public appointments. He was Clerk to the Commissioners of 
Taxes, to the Farnham and Hartley Wintney School Boards, 
and to the Farnham Board of Guardians, Assessment Com- 
mittee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, and superintendent 
registrar for the Farnham District. He was also for several 
years registrar of the Farnham County Court (Circuit No. 45), 
but he was recently succeeded in that office by Mr. Mason. 


MR, JOHN COPLAND, 


Mr, John Copland, solicitor, died at Chelmsford, on the 
25th ult. Mr. Copland was the eldest son of Mr. John 
Copland, solicitor, of Chelmsford. He was born in 1802, 
and was admitted asolicitor in 1824, He was formerly in 
partnership with his father, and with his brother, Mr. 
Edward Copland, and more recently he was associated with 
his son, Mr. John Albert Copland, who was admitted a 
solicitor in 1850. He was a perpetual commissioner for 
the county of Essex, and had a good conveyancing practice. 
Mr. Copland was for a long time one of the leaders of the 
Liberal party in the county. He was a governor of 
Chelmsford Grammar School, and was for many years 
chairman of the Local Board of Health. Mr. Copland’s 
health had long been failing, and he had been compelled 
to relinquish his practice. 





The Irish Times states that Mr. Hodnett, solicitor, 
Youghal, has lately received a letter threatening him with 
instant death in case he should take any proceedings 
against some tenants who lately refused to pay more than 
Griffith’s valuation. 


In the Court of Appeal on Tuesday, Mr. Quayle Jones 
moved in a case of Hilly. Paine, on bebalf of the defendant, 
that the action might not be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Malins until an inquiry had taken place, and other pro- 
ceedings, criminal or otherwise, instituted against Vice- 
Chancellor Malins on a petition presented to the Queen to 
remove his lordship for malversation and non-admioistration 
of justice, and general and particular incompetence ; and for 
the removal of his lordship’s chief clerk, Mr. Walker, for 
fraud. In opening his motion Mr, Quayle Jones said the 
charges against the Vice-Obancellor and his chief clerk had 
been withdrawn from the notice of motion. The Master of the 
Rolls said that if there were not reason to doubt the de- 
fendant’s sanity he would be committed for contempt in 
making such gross and scandalons charges, As they had 
been withdrawn, and as there was nothing else in the notice 
of motion, did the learned counsel think there was anything 
left he could make his motion upon? Mr.’Freeman, for the 
plaintiff, opposed the postponement of the Learing of the onse, 
and the court dismissed the motion with costs. 


ee ee ee ee ee 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Attsor, GzoreE, Bedford st, Strand, and Toomas Attsor, Union 
st, Borough, Brush Manufacturers. Jan1 Allsop Allsop, V.C. 
Hall, Diggles, Hibernia chmbrs, London Bridge 

Carver, WILLIAM, Chatham, Lancashire, Sewing Machine Manu- 

. Dec 14. Carver v Whiteley, District Registrar, Ciarence 
st, Manchester. Hampson, Manchester 

Ginson, Joun, Cheyne walk, Chelsea, Tobacconist. Dec 10. Gibson 
iy tingale, v.c, . Tippetts, Great St Thomas Apostle, 

meen si 

— pane. Gloucester, Butcher. Dec 13. Robertson v 
Robertson, V.C. Bacon. om, Gloucester 

Unwin, Weaux, Brinsworth, nr Rotherham, Farmer. Dec 20. 
British Mutual Investment Compan a oo" v Brightmore, V.C. 
Hall, B and Co, Lincoin’s inn fields 

[ Gazette, Nov 19.] 


Beaton, Cartes Danret, Birmingham, Solicitor, Dec 22. Beaton 
v Beaton, M.R. Adcock, Birmingham 
Bossury, yk Lower Sloane st. Chelsea, Gent. 
v Leahy, V.C. Bacon. Jones, New inn, Strand 
Bears, Jamgs Cuar.Es, Goldsmith’s row, Hackney rd, Boot and 
ain ee, Dec 21. Myers v Torfe, M.R. Eley, New 
road s 
HaRKEr, ae, Manchester, Foeshomne Keeper. Dec 14. Harker 
v Ormerod, V.C. Bacon. Phillips, Bacup 
How, Joun, Bideford, General at moy Dec 29. How v How, 
M.R. Rooker and Bazeley, Bideford 
Hyxrr, Joun Epwarp, Haydon, Gloucester, Gent. Dec 7, Hyett 
v Hyett, V.C. Hall. Wilton and Riddiford, Gloucester 
ParkHurRst, Henry FLEEtTWwoop, Clifton, nr Bristol, Esq. Dec 20. 
Cooper v Landor, M.R. Jacques, Bristol 
SrzerHENson, JouNn, Hamsterley, Durham, Farmer. Dec 23, 
Stephenson v Stephenson, M.R. Bruce, Bishop Auckland 
Wuirtz, Atrrep, Besselsleigh, Berks, Innkeeper. Dec 29. Stain- 
bank v Stallard, M.R. Curtis, South sq, Gray’s inn 
[ Gazette, Nov. 23.] 


Dec 20. Simms 


Baynes, Hector Wit1taM, East Parade, Horshham, Gent. Jan 11, 
Lloyd v Barnes, V.C. Malins. Mason, North bldgs, Finsbury 

Gznt, Joun Henry, Fortis Green, Finchley, Distiller’s Merchant. 
Dec 31. Davis v Harris, V.C. Malins, Hincks, King st, Fins- 

8 

Wadi, Horack, Little Hulton, nr Bolton, General Dealer, Jan 
he Webster v Webster, V. Cc. Malins, Hall, Manchester 

[ Gazette, Nov. 26.] 

Hitt, THomas Harpaxer, Bradford, Slater. Dec 22. Sagar v 
Binns, V.C. Hall. Gaunt, Bradford 

LinearD, Evten SopHra *OHARLOTTE, Peckham House Asylum, 
Peckkam. Dec 2l, Gethin v Walker, V.C. Hall, Sole and Co, 


Aldermanb 
ni [ Gazette, Nov. 30.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 25, 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Bartow, James, Entwistle, Lancaster, Gent. Dec 31, 
anchester 

Brwt, Cxartes, Hulme, Manchester, Temperance Lecturer. Dec 28. 
Farrar and Hall, Manchester 

Brewis, Mary ANN SummeErson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Rowell, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Brock, BuizaBETH Mount, Colchester. Jan 20, Howard and Co, 
Colchester 

Bunt, Ricuarp, Mornick, Cornwall, Farmer, Dec 24, Nicolls and 
Blight, Callington 

Cooxson, Bensamin, Wakefield, York, Stone Merchant. Dec 18, 
Burton, Wakefield 

Coareny Gxrorgsr, Croydon, Surrey, Surgeon, Jan 15, Cooper, 
Bush lane 

Duutey, Wit11aM, Wellingborough, Northampton, Common Brewer. 
Feb 1, Sharman and Jackson, Wellingborough 

Futisr, Henry, Chertsey, Surrey, Farmer. Dec 16, Redhead, 
Chertsey 

Hampton, Writtram, Walthamstow, Essex, Gent. Jan 30, 
tons and Byfield, Gracechurch-street 

Hawpasypk, Evizsera Ann, Camberwell new road, Dec 25, Gibb, 
Fenchurch avenue 

Harpy, WitniaM F ala Briggate, Leeds, Cabinet Maker, Jan 
10. Harland, Leeds 

Hast, Tnomrson, Gerrard’s Cross, Bucks, Jan 10, Hadden and Co, 


on at Marton, Chester, Farmer. Deo 31. Fietchor, 
Northwich 

Inwoop, Hrtzy, Howard rd, South Hornsey, Deo 25, Howard and 
Shelton, Threadneedle st 

Jnnovr, Rev, Henny, Portland, Dorset. Dec 30, Andrews and Co, 
Dorchester 

Jonns, of Toxteth Park, Liverpool, Mineral Water Manufac- 
turer, Dec 20, Quilliam, Liverpool 

Kranz, Patricx, Southampton, Secretary, Queen Insurance Co. 
Jan 12. Hickman and Son, Southampton 

Luanp, Joun Kynaston, Gloucester gins, Hyde park, General, 
* Indian Army, CB, Jan 1. alpy and Co, Lincoln's inn 


Lawton, 


Jan 1, 


Hough- 


MoMontann, Ronert, St Paul's Churchyard, Warehouseman, Jan 
1, Harris, Moorgate st 





| 


aperonen, Wit11am Tr, Stone, Stafford, Solicitor. Jan 5.-. 
Venn and Son, Serjeants’ inn, Chan lane’ 

Oppy, Jamzs, Sycamore villas, Stratfi Gent. Dec 24. Hillearys 
and Taylor, Fenchurch bldngs 7 

Pzwrotp, Ricnarp, Southgate, Chichester, Farmer. 

id and Cooper, Chichester. 

Sarcoop, Timms AvGustine, Bri hton, Serjeant at law. Jan1.- 
Hatton and Westeott, Strand 

Smurn, Joszrx, Stockton-on-Tees, Cabinet Maker. Jani. Crosby 
and Archer, Stockton-on-Tees 

Stanwix, Jonny, Roventone, | Durham, Farmer. Feb 14. Proud, 
Bishop Ai d 

Sumyzgr, Mary Barwarp Home, pe terrace, Eaton sq. Dec 27,- 
Wordsworth and Co, Threadneedle s 

Syxzs, Ema, Chester. Dec 10. Olwar and Co, Liverpool 

TomPxins, Epwarp, Dean st, Soho, Coal Dealer. Jan1, Allen and 
Son, Carlisle st, Soho sq 

Watxsr, Mattrurw, Chaddesden, Derby, Farmer. Jan 1, Moody, 


Jan 18. 


ANTONINI, 
Dec 


lower and Nussey, 


Feb 15. Stenning,. 
Feb 1. Parry 


Jan 20. Campion, Exeter 
Buckingham, Nonconformist. 


Dec 20. Hores and 


Derb; 
, a PzteR, Bristol gdns, Maida Vale, Barman. Dec 21. 
New inn, Strand 
Dec 31. Coldham, New inn, Strand 
— Joux, Prestcot, Lancaster, Builder. 
[ Gazette, Nov. 26.] 
Asuton. JoxuN, Paymaster, H.M.S. Atalanta. Dec 31. 
Buunt, Rev, Epwarp Powzerr, Spelisbery Rectory, Dorset. Feb 2. 
? 
CHaPiin, Joanna, Winslow, Bucks. Jan 12, Willis and Willis, 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
st, 
Dougias, 
Crickmar, Ropert, Harwich, Essex, Gent. 
Exuis, Rrcuarp, East Peckham, Kent, Gent. Feb 15. Stenning,. 
Great Winchester st bldngs 
Hatcusr, Danret Grores, Belvidere, Southampton, Yacht Builder. 
Dec 31. Kimber and Co, Lombard s 
Lyons, W1tt1am, Manchester, Ink Manufacturer, 
Megaxkins, Wittram, Waddesden, 
Pattisson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ricsg, Davrp, High st, Acton, Baker. Jan 18, Brown, Lincoln’s 
Chartres and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Surpton, WILLIAM, Harrogate, York, Gent. 
Jan 1. 
Surrn, Caronrye, Ipswich. Feb1. Westho — 
ps 3 Epon, Retr: 
and 
Son, Birmingham 
Taxtor, Epwarp Jamxs, Churton st, Belgrave rd, Captain, H.M.’s- 
Vickers and Co, Sheffield 
Dee 24. Head 


Coldham, New inn, Strand 
Wess, FRanczs, Bristol gdns, Maida Vale. Dec 31, Coldham, 
Wess, Joun Cuaxx8s, Bristol gdns, Maida Vale, Licensed Victualler: 
Wirxrnson, Joux, Bulwell, Nottingham, Lime Burner. Jan 31. 
Towle and Co, Nottingham 
Dec 24, Morgan; 
Car 
Francesco EmManvEtiE, Kingston, Surrey, Gents 
Denby, ol yg samt pl, Old Jewry : 
Ommanney, Charing Cross 
BrEry, Lawzance, York, Innkeeper. Dec 14. Jones, York 
Dickinson, 
Box, Cuartzs Tuomas, Brighton, Shopman. Dec 30, Cooper and 
Williams, Brighton 
CHANTRELL, Henry WItt14M, Gurton, Nottingham, Gent, Dec 28 
Gadsden and Treherne, Bedford row 
Winslow 
Cuenzy, Priscirza, Reading. Jan 1. Smith and Mammait, 
Conaee, Wituu4, Frimley, Surrey, Esq. Dec 24, Cobbett, Johm 
Cousens, Rossrra, Lowick, Northumberland. Dec 14. 
Berwick-upon-Tweed 
Dec 20, Clarkson and 
Co, Doctors’ commons 
Drx, Jamzs, Bristol, Gent. Jan 20. Fry and Co, Bristol 
Tonbridge 
Frower, Janz E., Thorpe, Norwich. Jan 1. 
Grsss, Joun, Kingston hill, Surrey, Retired Pianoforte Manufac- 
turer. Dec 30, Drake and Co, Rood lane, Fenchurch st 
Feb 1. Perkins and Candy, Southampton 
HEMMING, FrepERick HERBERT, we pl, Portman sq, Esq. 
Latter, Ep warp, Crowborough, pci Gent. 
Tonbrid 
Son, Manchester 
MarcHant, Exvizanets Squire, Exeter. 
Minister, Jan1. Fell, Aylesbury 
Murpocn, James Gorpon, Kensington. 
Reeves, James Atttyeuam Lacey, Erith, Kent, Gent. Dee 3). 
Poole, Bartholomew close 
inn fields 
Ripusy, Erriuveton, Hexham, Northumberland, Esq. Dec R. 
Scuarsr, WituEtm Gorrrriep, oie. Colony of Victoria. 
Dec 23, Flux and Leadbitter, Leadenhal 
“Feb 1. Brearey, York 
Srmurxins, Toomas Ertwstt, Figheldean, Wilts, Bsq. 
Wilson and Sons, Salisbury 
STILE, "Jauns, Exeter, Retired Builder. Jar 
Strinegr, Saran Any, Weston-on-Trent, 31, 
Tartgron, Sir Jonw Watrsr. Vice-Admiral, K.C.B., Warwick sq. 
Jan 1, Swinburne and Mills, Bedford row 
Army. Jani, Flower and Nussey, Great Winchester st 
Vicxers, Banzamrn, Broomhall park, Sheffield, Gent. Deco 31. 
Wiycusstxr, Wriitam, Nutfield, Surrey, Farmer, 
and Sons, Bast Grinstead, Sussex 
Woop, Ricwarp Lxeonarp, Weymouth, Dorset, Gent, Jan &, 
Wood, York 
[ Gazette, Nov. 2. } 
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BANKRUPTCY LAW’ AMEND: _ | ‘net‘dlecharge'opon suah tora an to costa lon Ff 
: MENT. the court shall think fit. 
8. That to avoid the es? have wane Oy coe 


baa 7 Bill, the resolations of 
forthcoming Bankraptcy to reprint es) 
the Select Committee of the House of Commons, which sat 
last session :-— 

L That it is expedient to remedy the proved defects in 
~the existing law and practice in. bankraptey:before under- 
taking any final consolidation of the law. 

2. That in relation to the London Bankruptcy Court it is 
desirable that ision should be made whereby tho 
fanctions of the Chief Judge and of the registrars respec- 
tively should be discharged in the manner contemplated by 
the Act of 1869, and the present of delegating the 
duties of the Chief Judge to the registrars be obviated. It 
is also desitable that the conduct of the whole business of 
the London court should, as far as possible, be brought 
under the direct al superintendence of the Chief 
— who ought to be a member of the High Court of 
ustice. 


3. In relation to local bankruptcy courts, it is desirable 

that the power of delegation to the registrars should be 

; and that the power of giving judicial 

decisions, and quneily the superintendence of bankr upt 
estates, should be exercised by the judge himself. 

4 That the principal defect in the working of the Act 
of 1869 is found in the facilities for frand-which result from 
the practice of liquidation and composition by resolution ; 
and that, for remedy thereof, the following changes should 
be made in the law :— 

(@.) All proceedings by a-debtor unable to meet his 
engagements to be commenced by an application declaring 
such inability to be made to the court ; 

(b.) Immediately on such application some fit person to 
be appointed by the court as receiver of the debtor's estate; 
and. the powers of such receiver to be continued. until a 
meeting of creditors is convened and held under the 
direction of the court ; 

(c.) Unless some other arrangement i is made, the insol- 

Vency proceeding so commenced to ripen intv a formal 
bankrapicy, with ali the statutory consequences resulting 


(4.) Sach a bankruptcy to be averted only by a deter- 
mination of a prescribed majority of creditors (to be 
expressed at the first or subsequent meeting) that an 
arrangement with the debtor is to be accepted ; 

(¢.) Such arrangement to be effected only by deed (and 
not by resolution as at present) and such deed to be 
SS ae deed in a prescribed form operating as a 


composition providing for the payment of 
not lees than 5z. in the pound on the debte. sad 
5. That every cuplication by a debtor to the court be 
accompanied by a statement of affairs, together with an 
affidavit by the debtor, verifying the same. Such state- 
ment shall show—(<c.) the debts and liabilities of the 


dresses of his creditors, and the respective amounts due to 
them, and all securities held by them, and the dates when 
such securities were respectively given; (b.) a detailed 
statement of his property and the estimated value thereof. 
If euch statement shall 








canvassing “and obtaining proxies; by an’ 
creditor of any deehiahelt'bs valla,‘axlies the dood iteelf be 
executed by such creditor, or assent given thereto by ‘him,. 
ona paper-containing a-copy thereof. 

9. That uo proxy shall be used unless it. expresses..in 
gene een ee 


ruptcies or deeds, and for audits and distribution of the 
asgete realized at short intervals. 

11. That the trustee shall be elected by the creditors, 
subject to such election being. confirmed by: the court, 
which shall have power of removal, and the appointment 
of @ new trustee. 

12. That the court have power to regulate the remunera- 
tion of trustees and receivers, and to tax their bills and 


13. That the court be empowered to authorize the 
trustee, as well in bankruptcy as under deeds, to carry on 
the business of the debtor, either with or without the 
assistance of the debtor, and to deal with the assets.in such 
manner, including. the handing of them tothe debtor for 
management or realization, as the court shall from time to 
time sanction, regard being had to the wishes of the credi- 


tors. 

14. That the present debtor summons be discontinued, 
and that all proceedings in invitum be commenced by a 
summons-or petition for adjudication, such adjudication 
being made only on proof of an act of bankruptey, but the 
neglect to pay the amount of any judgment debt within a 
prescribed time after notice requiring payment shall be an 
act of bankruptoy. 

15. That the seizure and sale of the goods of any debtor, 
under an execution for any amount, shall be an act of 
bankraptey, 

16. That baving regard to the decision in‘ the case of 
Butcher v. Stead (as reported in Law Reports, 7 English 
and Irish Appeals, p. 839), the law relating to fraudulent 
preference requires amendment. 

17. That in cases of disclaimer of ‘‘ onerous property,” 
the rights of persons who have acquired an interest in such 
property from the bankrupt require further protection by 
means of the action of the court. 

18, That the power to grant, refuse, suspend; or attach 
conditions to the bankrupt’s order of discharge shall be 
absolutely vested in the court. 

19. That provision shall be made for the collection and 
payment into the Treasary of all undistributed assets in the 
hands of trustees, collected and received under the Trust 
Deeds Clauses of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, and of 
petitions for liquidation and composition under the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1869. 





REAL PROPERTY LAW RE- 


FORM. 

Mz. Aurrzep Barrer, of Lincoln’s-inn, has published a 
pampblet on this subject, in which he says:—I take the sins 
of real property law reformers to be—(1) Simplification of 
estates ; (2) consequent simplification of titles ; (3) eventual 
registration of indefeasible titles; (4) ultimate diminution 
of expenses of dealing with land, and the freest possible deal- 
ing with it. 

Two Bills tending towards these results were — 
duced into Parliament in 1878, one (No. 25) b 
Shaw-Lefevre, Mr, Beaumont, and the present pa 
Advocate-General and Solicitor-General ; the other (No. 28) 
by Mr. Potter, Mr. Hopwood, and other gentlemen interested 
in the question of real property law reform, 

By Bill No. 25, estates tail were to ba abolished in mach 
the same mga way in which they were in India by Sir 
Henry Maine, Their abolition would, doubtless, be a great 
step towards the simplification of titles. For the estate tail 
is, unquestionably, the keystone of the system of strict settle- 
ments of land. In the course of the inquiry before the 
Committee on Land ‘Titles and Transfers, the base fee, that 
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monstrous offspring of the estate tail, was: thoroughly ex- 
and reprobated. Its subtle and mischievous working 
been exhibited more lucidly and artistically than I can 
chope to do in the pages of ‘‘ Felix Holt,” to T refer 
any a reader (if such is possible) of this 
blet. 
By the secced Bill (No 28) it was proposed to repeal that 
celebrated Statute of Uses, which the Dake of Norfolk—so 
nearly executed by Henry the Eighth—was accused of having 
declared tobe the worst Act ever passed. As the statute 
failed to accomplish its aims, the modern objections to it are 
different from those of his Grace, It. is, however, certain 
that it adds somewhat to the length of conveyances, and it 
is an anomaly that the most intricate conveyances of land 
-should be effected by means: of a statute'which missed fire. 
But it isto be hoped that the repeal may be accompanied 
by the provision which Mr. Joshua jams recom- 
mended to the committee, that. whatever may now 
be done by means of it may be done without it; 
‘if not, the present system of conveyancing will be 
thrown into the wildest confusion, Even so, I venture 
‘to think that most conveyaneers (I own myself to be 
-one) would find some difficulty in. limiting: neatly, without 
the intervention of a tee to uses, an estate to a tenant 
for life with remainder amongst his unborn children. I 
observe, however, that Bill No. 25 also. proposes that the 
conveyance of real estate by any instrument without words 
-of limitation should be construed to pass the fee simple, as 
would now be the case in testamentary instruments. If 
these Bills and the important Conveyancing and Property 
Bill of Lord Cairns should pass into law, it would perhaps be 
opportune to provide at the same time for the remodelling of 
the present modes of limitation of estates and abolishing the 
+Aabendum, which is not only clumsy but ungrammatioal, in 
consequence of a time-honoured mistranslation from the Latin, 
produced by ignorance of the forceinthat language of the dative 
used as an ablative. Thus the Latin form would bea con- 
-veyance of ‘unum messuagium Johanni habendum predicto 
Johanni,” which last three words ought, of course, to have 
‘been rendered into ‘‘ to be held by the said John,” but have 
been absurdly turned into “ to hold unto the said John.” I 
would therefore suggest that there should be vested in some 
authority a power of issuing from time to time forms of con- 
“veyance adapted to the simplifications intended to be intro- 
duced by the Bills to which I have referred; such forms 
should, I think, be recommendatory rather than imperative. 

The Bill of 1878 (No. 28) also adopts the valuable sugges- 

tion, made long since (first, if I recollect rightly, by Mr. 
Joshua Williams), of the creation of a real representative 
analogous to the present. personal representative. It would, 
I think, be a useful expansion of this suggestion if the Pro- 
bate Division of the High Court should be empowered, more 
expressly than it is proposed to be by Bill No. 28, to grant a 
‘probate of real estate equivalent to that of personalty, and if 
the Chancery Division should be empowered to displace and 
replace real and personal representatives in the same manner 
as it now can trustees. The existing incapacities of the High 
Court are merely survivals of the jealousy formerly enter- 
tained against the Ecclesiastical Courts. At present a pro- 
bate of a will does not prove its capacity to pass real estate, 
and a personal representative cannot be displaced for any 
reason, however valid. 

The provisions embodied in the Bille which I have men. 
tioned seem to me, if I may venture to say so, most substan- 
tial instalments of real property law reform, and likely, by sim- 
plifying estates anu conveyances, to pave the way to the haven 
of real property law reformers—the registration of titles. At 
present this seems to be generally considered unattainable. 
T have ina letter, which the Times in ite issue of the 9th of 
October of the present year (1880) honoared me by inserting, 
suggested a scheme for carrying into effect the recommenda- 
tion for combining the action of the Middlesex Registry of 
Deeds Office with that of the Registry of Titles Office, 
which was contained in the draft report submitted in 1879 
‘by Mr. Shaw-Lefevre to the Committee on Land. Titles 
and Transfers. My scheme was intended to be at first limited 
to lands in Middlesex. ‘The points of it which I intended to 
be the salient ones were (1) that no compulsion should be 
‘put upon landowners except thatof allowing such muniments 
of title as should hereafter be sent to the Deeds Office to be 
transmitted to the Titles Office to be there docketed ; (2) 
‘that the landowner should, on each dealing with the prop- 
erty, have the option of co-operating with the Titles Office, 
and in that case of receiving a modified certificate stating 





the effect’ of such dealing with the property ; (3) that'this 
certificate should be binding on third ioe 
the same footing as a chief clerk’s certificate ; 2 the 
investigation of titles should be continued. on 

stem in pe oa that the gg pace the Titles 

would ly supersede it. anticipate: that so 

soon.as it should be known that such a register was kept 
at the Titles Office, ee purchasers and 
would require to see it, and landowners would find 
interest in co-0 ing with the office in order to obtain cer- 
tificates of the effect of successive dealings with their estates. 
I expect, too, that after such a should had been in 
operation for avery few years, it would become 
on, at least, sales to bind purchasers: to accept the 
certificates as correct, or else to throw upom them the ex- 
penses of an independent investigation, including those usually 
borne by vendors. 

Lastly, I think that the scheme would. eventually farnish 
materials for framing indefeasible certificates of titles. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Bora oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court of Muster or Tus 

Date. ‘Asenas. Roars. V.C. Matis, 
Monday, Dec. 6Mr. PembertonMr. Koe Mr. Merivale 
Tuesday...... 7 Ward Clowes K 
Wednesday.... 8 Pemberton Koe M 
Thursday .... 9 Ward Clowes King. 
Friday.....«.. 10 Pemberton Koe Merivale 
Saturday .... 11 Ward Clowes King 


VY. C. Bacor. = 
Monday, Dec. 6Mr.Cobby Mr. Teesdale Mr. Leach 
Jackson Farrer Latham 


Tuesday eeceee 


Wednesday.... 8 Cobby Teesdale Leach 
Thursday .... Jackson Farrer Latham 
Friday....se0. 10 | Cobby Teesdale Leach 
Saturday .... 11 Jackson Farrer Latham 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Frrpay, Noy. 26, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Barton, W Ww » Seven Sisters rd, Holloway, Cigar Dealer. 
Pet Nov 23. Murray. Dec 10 atll 


Darben, Frederick, Harford ter, Mile end rd, Draper. Pet Nov 24, 
Brougham. Dec 7 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. i 
Bowing, John, Charlton, Kent, Analytical Chemist. Pet Nov 19, 
Pitt-Taylor. Greenwich, Dec 10 at 1 
Catt, William Samuel Robert, Ipswich. Pet Nov 22. Grimsey, 
Ipswich, Dec 13 at 2 
Hodges, George, Leicester, Elastic Web Manufacturer. Pet Nov 22, 
Ingram. Leicester, Dec 31 at 12 
Mcliquham, Alexander, Haughton, Lancaster, Machinist. Pet Nov 
24. Hall. Ashton-under-Lyne, Dec 16 at 11 
Munday, Russell, St. Mary in the Castle, Hastings, Builder. Pet 
Nov 20. Young. Hastings, Dec 9 at 11 
Nuttall, Nicholas, Loy Lancaster, Auctioneer. Pet Nov 22, 
Bellringer. Liverpool, Dec 7 at 13 
Walters, William, Truro, Cornwall, Builder. Pet Nov 23... Chileoté, 
Traro, Dec 8 at 11 
TvEspay, Nov. 30, 1880. 
Under the Kankruptoy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Shepherd, Walter, and Francis John Upjohn, Holborn viaduct, 
Music Publishers. Pet Nov 25. Hazlitt. Dee 15 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Briggs, George Edward, Bradford, York, Worsted Manufactarer, 
Pet Nov 25, Lee. Bradford, Dee Mat 12 
Duckles, William, Goole, York, Iunkeeper. Pet Nov 2 Mason, 
Wakefield, Deo 18 at 12.30 
Hyatt, William, Albrighton, Salop, Farmer. Pet Nov 27, Potts, 
adeley. Deo 14 at 11.30 
Wilson, William, Liverpool, Commission Agent. Pet Now of. 
Cooper. ag 1 Dee 13 at 12 
NKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, Nov. 26, 1880, 
Pronger, Edwin, Lancing, Sussex, Farmer, Nov 12 
Terapay, Nov, 30, 188, 
Jackson, James, Epsom, Surrey, Licensed Victualler, Now 23 
L) 


y Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Frroay, Nov, 26, 1890, 
Adotphua, Louis, Leadenhall st, Tailor, Doo 9 at 3 at 57} Colemamy 
at, Sydney, Finsbury cireus 
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Willem, Wi , Lancaster, Shopkeeper. Dec 9at3 at offices 
PR Reig Fam at Wigan "3, Gloucester, eee Dec 8 at 2 at 


offices of J and Co, Archhouse chmbrs, John st, Bristol 
Baker, George, Hunmanby, York, ape Dec 9 at 3 at offices of 
st, roug’ 
Baldock, William ee, ewere va, Grocer. Dec 18 at 2 at offices 
of Abrahams, Great Iborough st 
Ball, J Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Dec 9 at 10.30 at 
offices of Wilson, King st, Wigan 
Manchester, Cotton Waste Dealer. Dec 10 at3 at 
offices of Peacock and Gracie, Cross st, Manchester 
Barrett, John, Bradford, York, Furniture Broker. Dec 10 at 11 at 
offices of Sein ene be, Bradford 
Bonckley, James, Birmingham, Baker. Dec 9 at 3at offices of Parr, 
ore row, Birmingham 
Bowley, Edward Ernest, Siddington, Gloucester, Horse Dealer. 
Dec 10 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Swindon Station, Swindon. 
Phillips and Co, Cirencester 
Bowman, John, , Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 9 at 2 at offices 
of John Johnson and an st, Lancaster 
William Henry, Shute, Devon, Blacksmith. Dec 15 at 
4 at Colcombe Castle Hotel, Colyton. Wilton, Colyton 
Brooke, Charles Fitzherbert, Brsitol, Aerated Water Manufacturer. 
Dec 15 at 12 at offices of Triggs, Broad st, Bristol. Bowles, 


Bristol 
Bruce, Gerge James, Winchester, Cabinet Maker. Dec 15 at 2 at 
offices of and Co, New Bridge st, Blackfriars. Best ‘and 


Scotne; 
Clarke. John Robert, Liverpool st, Walworth, Stick Manufacturer. 
Dec 7 at 2 at offices of Mitchell and Co, Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn 
Colls, 4 —. hill, Builder. Dec 17 at 2 - Bell Hotel, Addle 
d Braithwaite, Throgmorton st 
Gasaten a te Leeds, Builder. Dec 14 ee at Law Institution, 
Albion pl. Leeds. Dunning and Kay, 
Dytch, Frederick William, Balsall Heath, ieenaneik’ out of 
Leeman Dec 16 at 3 at otfces of Scott and Horton, New rd, 
ve 
William, Lofthouse-in-Cleveland. York, Irinkeeper. 
7 at 11 at offices of Jackson and Jackson, Albert rd, Stiadle 


h 

Brann Tnxriet, opety be — Dealer, Dec 8 at 3 at offices of 
Gadsy, Tennart st, Derb, 

Everett, Jane, oe a Dec 13 at. 12 at offices of Pol- 
lard, Prince Albert — Brighton 

Ferguson, Thomas, Wigan, Lancaster, Grocer. Dec 13 at 3 at offices 
of Wall, Clarence chmbrs, Wallgate, bok ge 

Fielden, John, Manchester, Brush Deale Dec 3 at 11 at offices of 
Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Albert & , Manchester 
inni Patrick, Newcastle-on-Tyne, t and Shoe Manufac- 
ig Dec 7 at 2 at the Swan Hotel, Stafford. Morgan, Staf- 


Firn, Wistow Common, near Selby, York. Dec 8 at 3.30 

_at the Arms Hotel, Selby. Ford and Warren, 

Fitch, W: Earith, Huntingdon, Farmer. Dec 13 at 3 at offices 
of ial Market se Ely 

Fram: William. "Tichester, Somerset, General Shopkeeper. Dec 4 


at 11 at offices of Watts, Y eovil 
Itcheson, Walsall, Saddler. Dec 9at 12 at the George 
Hotel, Walsall. Bill, Walsall 
Gardner, William, Brockmoor, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, Dec 9 
at3 at ‘offices of Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dudley 
Levi, Halifax, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 10 at 3 at office 
pry bent ty Silver st, Halifax 
Gibson, Oswald, Playden. nr Rye, of no occupation. Dec 10 at12 
at offices a Robertson st, Hastings 
Goodwin, George, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Cooper. Dec 9 at 
3 at the Grove Inn, Grove street, Stockport. Alderson, Man- 
chester 
, Thomas Benjamin, Leeds, Hatter. Dec 8 at 11 at offices 
of '¥, South parade, Leeds. "Hopps and Bedford, Leeds 
Charles, Se ego Chester, Provision Dealer. Dec 15 at 
11 at offices of Lisle, Nantwich 
Tat, 3 John , Thomas Tyler Powell, James Turner, and John 
Potter, Birming’ Chandelier Manufacturers. Dec 8 at 12 at 
the Great Western Hotel, Snow hill, Birmingham. Miller and Co, 
nag ng 


Harber, Henry, Hott © rd, Stockweli, Builder. Dec 16at 2 at offices 
of of Cannon st, Hotel, Cannon st. Badham and W illiams, Salter’s 


pe nak Ebenezer ogg St Stephen’s rd, Old Ford, Boot and 
Shoe Manufacturer. Dec 4 at 10 at 49, Bromley st, Commercial 
rd, E. Goatly, Westminster Bridge rd 
Charles, Mosely, Worcester, Tailor. Dec7 at 3 at 
vo cag ag Teuple row. Birmin, 
Heather, Harry Richard, and William Henry Rawkins, “yo pl, 
Walbam green, Wine Merchants. Dec 7 at 2 at offices of J onas, 


Billinton, 
amine se raketiod, York, Flock Manufacturer. Dec 9 
at2at of Marsden and Co, Westgate, Wakefield 


Henley, Stephen, Warwick rd, Kensington, Grocer. Dec 3 at 3 at 
eines ot eaten Sins est, Hammersmith 
Henshaw, Samuel, Ni cen i Licensed Vietualler. Dec 9 at 11 at 
offices of Parsons and Bird, Eidon chmbrs, Nottingham 

_P , Mercer. Dec 10 at 3 at 
the Mitre Hotel, 


Manchester 
Hither Willies 5 dh, Brits, Commission Agent. Dec 10 at 2 at 
Hices A of Hobbs, Clare ot B 
LancelA, ng on Dec 13 at 12 at the 
ag aig sr ga egy ee Thomson and Wilson, Kendal 
Hott, Jobn, Bradford, Agent to the Prudential Life Assurance 
oe Dec 8 at 3 at of - > iio 
Henry Lake, St Mark’s ge i A 9 
ery py ep of Court Hotel, Holborn. Bartley and James, 
Bomerset st, Portman a4 





Christopher, Bardsley, Ashton-under-Lyne, Colliery Pro- 
pect. Ds beh od 2 at aes: of Lord and Son, Stamford st, 


Jarvis, —_ Stafford, Innkeeper. Dec 10 at 10.30° 
at chonat Union chmbrs. Stourbri 

Icinaon, George G _~ Leicester, Corn Factor. Dec 7 at 3 at 7,. 
Belvoir st, Lei 

Johnson, John, --~ s nr Sheffield, pele. Dec 14 at 3 at 
offices of Younge and Co,’ East parade, Bheffie 

Jones, Alfred Thomas, Neath, Glamorgan, oval Dec 7 at 2 at 
offices of Davies, Alma place, Neath 

Jones, Charles, Crewe, Chester, Grocer. Dec 14 at 11 at offices of 
Hill, Market st, we 

Jones, Rnaien Hibbert, Redcar, York, Fancy Dealer. Dec 6 at3 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Draper, Stockton-on-Tees 

Jones, Frederick Morton, Bootle, Lancaster, Printer. Dec 8 at 2 at 
the offices of eggs Dale st, sg ol 

Jones, Susan, Bath, Wine and — erchant. Dec 8 at 11 at 
offices of Bartrum and Bartlett, Northumberland bldgs, Bath 

King, Charles, Compton mews, Canonbury rd, Cab Proprietor. 
Dec 16 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Southampton bldgs, Holborn 

Knight, Alfred, fb seo Salop, Professor of Music. Dec 13 at 12” 
at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st, Longueville, Jones and Williams, 
Oswestry 

Lawton, Joe Thomas, Almondbury, York, Joiner. Dec 9 at 11 at 
offices.of Welsh, Victoria Chambers, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Leak, Alfred John, Hanley, Stafford, Potters’ "Engineer. Dec 8 at 
11 at offices of Heath, Cheapside, Hanley 

Lewis, David, Po! d, Carmarthen, Draper. Dec 7 at 11 at 
offices of Griffiths, St M: st, Carmarthen 

Lewis, Richard, Festiniog, erioneth, Fish D Dealer. Dec 8 at 2 at. 
Queen’ 8 Hotel, Fourcrosses, Festiniog. Ellis, Fourcrosses, 
Festiniog. 

Littlewood, Francis, Aldermanbury, Button Warehouseman. Dec 13 
a . at offices of Boyes and Child, Poultry. Downing, Basing- 

st 

Lomas, James, M 

vs at 3 at Senhouse Hotel, Maryport. Tyson and Hobson, 


i Edwin, Chief Engineer of Her Majesty Ship Espie- 
“ees ‘stationed at Devonport, Dec 11 at 11 at offices of Graves, St. 
ubyn st, Devonport 
rge, Clarence st, Islington, Watch Case Manufacturer. 

Dec 10 at 3 at offices of Cramp, Cannon st 

Marsh, Isaac Baker, be gp er Essex, Farmer, Dec 10 at 12 at 
Rose and Crown Hotel, Sudbury 

May, Henry, Exeter, Toy Warehouseman. Dec 16 at 3.30 at Craven 
Hotel, Craven st, Strand. Ford, Exeter 

Meanwell, John Hilton, Coningsby, Lincoln, Grocer. Dec7 at 2 at 
Red Lion Hotel, Boston. Clitherow and Elsey, Horncastle 

a oe — David, Flint, Saddler. Dec 4 at 3 at George Hotel,. 

rewsbury 

Morley, John, Lower Cumberworth, near Huddersfield, Oy page Dec 
10 at 3 at offices of Booth, John William st, Huddersfield 

Mullings, Joseph, Dunstable, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer.. 
Dec 9 at 12 at offices of Benning and Son, Dunstable 

Nener, William Philip, Nottingham, out of business. Dec 6 at 12 at 
offices of Fraser, oe chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Nightingale, Ledru Rollin, are st, Lambeth, Clerk in the General 
Post Office. Dec 10 at 3 at Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st 

Osman, Frederick, King’s Norton, Worcester, Grocer. Dec 9 at 12 
at offices of Docker, Imperial chmbers, Colmore row, Birming- 


Paskin, George, Halesowen, Worcester, Well Sinker. Dec 9 at 11 at 
the Swan Hotel, Hagle os Stourbridge. Roskell, Stourbridge 
Pearson, John, Snaith, = — Dec 13 at 2 at the Cross Keys 

Hotel, Queen st, Hull. 
Pemberton, James, Gra ppenkal Chester, Carter. Dec 10 at 3 at 
offices of Davies and Co, Bewsey chmbrs, Bewsey st, Warrington 
Pleass, William John, Kingswinsford, Carpenter. Dec 7 at 3 at 
offices of Addison High st, Brierly hill 
Porter, Joshua, Preston, Lancaster, Furniture Broker. Dec 8 at 11 
2. the County Court offices, Winckley st, Preston. Clarke, Pres- 


prince, Edward, Nantwich, Chester. Grocer, Dec 9 at 2 at offices of 
Lisle, Hospital st, Nantwich 

Pryor, Jessie, Canterbury rd, Kilburn, Grocer. Dec7 at at 2 at 
offices of Hanson, seen Cheapside, Biggenden 

Pugh, Richard, Brownhills, Stafford, Shoemaker. Dec 10 at 2 at 
the Stork Hotel, Lichfield st, Walsall. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent 

Ransford, Thomas, West Bromwich, Grocer. Dec 9 at 11 at offices 
of Jackson and Sharpe, bg to West Bromwich 

Read, George, Shaftesbury, Innkeeper, Dec 1lat3 at offices 
of Rutter, Bell st, Shaftesbury 

Riley, John, Eastborough, nes pe out of business. Dec 9 at 10 
x. the “te Lion Inn, Market pl. Sykes, Heckmondwike 

ushforth, Jasper, Manningham, Bradford, Timber Merchant. Dec 

~ at 11 at offices of Killick and Co, Commercial Bank bui ldings, 


Bradford 
Scharien, Hans, Gloucester terrace, Onslow gardens, Builder. Dec 


9 at 12 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, Hudgon,, 


Furnival’s inn 
Scrutton, Esther, Harry Osborn Scrutton and Frederick Scrutton, 
Essex, Butchers. Dec 16 at 1 at the Royal Hotel, Clacton-on-Sea, 
Smith, North Hill, Colchester 
-- , Richard Edward, 8 , Kent, Butcher. Dec 6 at 10,30 
ing Be Tavern, Sev § Palmer, T Tonbridge 
a ys, en ak Beerhouse Keeper. 


_ ple - Pam, Tronfounder. ae I 
, Temple row rmingham 

, and Joseph Smith, Bradford, York, Wholesale: 
rocers, Doo bat 3.01 tae Queen's fictel Wellington st, Leeds 









rt, Cumberland, Boot and Shoe Maker. Dec: 
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Ann Read, Limes, Sutton-on-Hi York. Dec 18 at 1 at 
-_. of Benson, ee ee nee Watts, 


smith, Charles, Heywood, Lancaster, Chemist. Dec 13 at 3 at the 
smith, George, ee ~* Cumberland, Br yer, Deo 18 at 3 at 
ram mn, rewer. 
Arms Inn, Bran D orster, Bram: 


Scotch Arms ram) . F 
Thomas, With Kent, Farmer. Dec 10 at $ at Saracen 
Boge Hotel, Ashford. Collard, Canterbury 
Marbatohices of Thurs, Worcester, Market Gardener. Dec 10 
of Thursfield, Swan st, Kidderminster 
Ta: co Joseph, Salford, aster, Grocer. Dec 10 at 3 at offices of 
‘Addleshaw and Warburton, , Norfoll st, Manchester 
Tenniswood, Thomas, Middlesboro' tonemason. Dec 13 at 11 
at offices of Wilkes, Zetland rd, M iidlesborough 
Thomee, Eric Alaric, Cambridge Villas, Ni Notting hill, out of busines. 
Dec 14 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Ingle and Co, 
Threadneedle st 
mares, Ellen Mary, Vaunton, Somerset, pemeee. Dec 10 at 12 at 
Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Kite. Taunto 
Tho Martha York, Grocer. Dec 7 at 3 at Offices of Ridgway 
and ‘Rid, ay, Wellington st, Batley 
Tomling, Edward James, Lingfield ri, East Grinstead, Parchment 
Man acturer. Dec 2 at 12 at offices of Chapman, London wall 
Torbitt, Walter, Tunstall, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of 
Loong i and Ackrill, ‘Piccadilly st, Tunstall 
Town, William, Halifax, out of business. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of 
Boocock, Silver st, Halifax 
Walker, Charles John, and Alexander Geary McKenzie, jun. Bir- 
mingham, Merchants. Dec 13 at 12 at offices of Beale and Co, 
Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Wallis, Charles Wallis, Haslingfield, Cambridge. Farmer. Dec 13 at 
3 at offices of Symonds, Bene’t st, Cambridge 
Wallwin, William, North Wingfield, Derby, Grocer. Dec 13 at 
11.30 at the Angel Hotel, Chesterfield. Thurman and Slack, Ilkes- 
ton 
arman, Henry, Thetford, Norfolk, out of business, Dec 6 at 12 at 
offices of Kent, St Andrew’s hall plain. Norwich 
Warner, George, Lakenham, Norwich, Commission Agent. Dec 9 at 
Lat offices of Bavin and Daynes, Exchange st, Norwich 
White, Frederick William, Crowle, Lincoln, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Dec 8 at 2 at the Angel Inn, Doncaster. William and Graham, 
Lawrence Pountney hill, Cannon st 
Willatt, be jy wae Smallthorpe, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 9 at 11 at 
offices of Julian, Queen’s chmcrs, Liverpool rd, Burslem 
Williams, Shadrach, Aston, nr Birmingham, Brass Founder. Dec8 
at 3 at offices of Ja aques, Temple row, Birmingham 
York, William, and Zachariah York, Oldbury, Builders. Dec 10 at 
11.30 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Yoxall, Charles, Fenton, Stafford, Publican, Dec 4 at 11 at 
the Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent 


Tvuxrspay, Nov. 30, 1880. 


Allen, Alexander, Edwin, Lodging-house Keeper, Clifton, Bristol, 
Dec 9 at 12 at offices of Brittan and Co, Small st, Bristol 

Armitage, George, Huddersfield. Cloth Finisher. Dec 16 at 11 at 
offices of Berry, Market place, Huddersfield 

Bagshaw, Noah, Old Bradwell, Buckingham, Grocer. Dec 13 at 12 
at Victoria Hotel, Wolverton. Bull, Newport Pagnell 

en 5 Richard, Runcorn, Chester, Grocer. Dec 13 at 11 at offices 
of Beesley, High st, Runcorn 

Bell, James, Farnborough, Southampton, Grocer. Dec 15 at 2 at 
offices of Eve, Victoria rd, Aldershot 

Birch, Benjamin Thomas, King’ s Lynn, Norfolk, Brushmaker. 
Dec Me Ng 12.30 at offices of Beloe, New Conduit st, King’s Lynn, 


rfol! 
Bishop, * rellzsbeth, Cefncoedcymmer, Breconshire, Licensed 
be, een Dec 10 at lat offices of James and Co, High st 
@ 
Bones, Charles Bo sag | Colchester, Essex, Hair Dresser. Dec 14 at 12 at 
offices of Church, Colchester 
Rowley, William Simpson, Netherwood-road, West Kensington 
Park, Builder. Dec 13 at 1 at Mitre-crt, Temple. Baron 
Bowly, Edward Ernest, Siddington, Gloucester, Horse Dealer. 
Dec 10 at 2 at Queen’s Hotel, Swindon Station, Mullens and Co, 
Cirencester 
Bradley, Benjamin, Accrington, Lancaster, India Rubber Manufac- 
tor. Dec l4at 3 at Spread Eagle Hotel, Corporation st, Manches- 
ter. Barlow, Accrington 
Bullen, Alfred, Cambridge, Brewer. Dec 16 at 11 at offices of Way- 
man, Silver st, Cambridge 
Camfield, John, sen, Ramsgate, Kent, Carrier. Dec 13 at 3 at the 
Bull and George Hotel, Ramsgate. Kdwards, Ramsgate 
Carter, Samuel, Newtown, Bradford-on-Avon. Butcher. Dec 20 at 
12 at offices of Rodway agg Boa st, Trowbridge 
Caswell, Thomas, Conc, Stafford, Royalty Master. Dec 10 at 3 at 
offices of Stokes and paepet. Priory st, Dudley 
Christey, George Alfred, ©! worth rd, ‘Clapton ik, Provision Mer- 
chant. Dec 14 at 3 at offices of Christmas, Waibrook 
Clark, Samuel, Scarborough, York, Builder. a 10 at 3 at the 
on Hotel Scarborough. Crowther, Scarborough 
Clegg. ye ae ene te York, Printers Dec 15 at 3 at 


be oe Re ial h, Black 
facturer, at 3 at offices of Grundy and On Booth, st Man- 


chester 
Collins, John, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Dec 14 at 3 at 
offices of Becke Sen Northampton 
Colmer James, Hun ter st, Brunswick sq, Printer, Deo 9 at 12 at 
a of Dubois, | Serjeant’s inn,jChancery lane, Maynard, Clif- 


inn 
Coulbeck, Robert, “gre Bytham, Lincoln, Farmer, Dec 14 at 11 at 
offices of Da: wars l, Stamford 
Dace, Thontns eee . holesale pepemenge. Dec 13 at 2,30 at 
offices 0 Lumb, Hoceielde, Liverpoo! 
Davies, Rees, Cardiff, Grocer. Dec ity Hf 3 at cffices of Jenkins and 


Delamere, Thomas, Stalybridge, Lancaster, Refreshment. Caterer. 
Dec 15 at 3 at the offices of Nuttall and Son, John Daltop st, 


Denton, Annie Gertrude, pirstngbom, Coal Dealer. Dec 10 at 3 at. 
offices of Wright and w st, Birmingham 
Denton, H » Holywell, Flint, Licensed Victualler. Dec 10 at 11. 
‘nal offices of twyndeg Evans, Well st, Holywell 
ley, Edwin, Clayton, near Newcastle-under-Lyme, Gentleman. 
veo ib ar 11 at offices of Fenton, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme- 
Dunn, Richard, Liverpool, Draper. Dec 13 at 3 at offices of Nordon,. 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
Faster, Charles William, Eastbourne, Sussex, Tailor. Dec 14 at 3 at 
offices of Champion, "Robinson and Poole, Terminus rd, East-- 
urne 
Farrer, Joshua and Edwin, Pudsey, near Bradford, Wool Extractors. 
Dec 15 “ny 11 at offices of Moore, Albion chambers, Hustlergate, . 


Ford, Jane, Stratford-upon-Avon, out of business. Dec 15 at 3 at 
— Stars Inn, Stratford-upon-Avon. Lane, Stratford-upon-- 


Avo: 
Franklin, Joseph, Hanbury st, Spitalfields, Boot and Shoe Manu- 
facturer. Dec 21 at 2 at offices of Pratt and Norton, Old Jewry 
chambers. Montagu, Bucklersbury 
Freeland, George, Tonbridge, Kent, Seedsman. Dec 11 at ll at 
Angel Hotel, Tonbridge. Palmer, Tonbridge 
Frost, George, Congleton, Chester, Licensed t ictualler. Dec 13 at 
11 at Park st, Congleton 
Gardner, Francis, Bulwell, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Dec 
14 at 11 at Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Martin,. 


otting’ 

Gurr, Ishmael, Frittenden, Kent, Farmer. Dec 15 at 12 at Railway 

Hotel, Headcorn. Hinds and Son, Goudhurst 

Hall, Joseph, Hove, West Brighton, no occupation. 
145, Cheapside. Mills, Brighton 

Hands, Henry John, Thomas Tyler Powell, and James Cooke, Bir— 
mingham, Tanners. Dec 10 at 3 at offices of Corbet and Co, 
Church st, Kidderminster 

Hooper, Esther, Worcester, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Dec 1 
at 11 at offices of Bently, Foregate st, Worcester 

Hopkins, George, Southampton, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 8 at 4 at 
offices of Watts, Albion pl, Southampton. Staniland, South- 
ampton 

Hough, Edward, King’s Cross rd, Licensed Victualler. Dec 17 at 1 
at offices of Poole, Bartholomew close 

Hudson, William, Staunton-upon-Wye, Hereford, Farmer. Dec 14 
at 4 at 37, High Town, Hereford. Corner 

Johnson, Frederick, Hulme, Manchester, Provision Merchant. Dec 
13 at 3 at offices of Simpson, Kennedy st, Manchester 

Johnston, Joseph, Brunt Broughton, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 13 at 3 
at offices of Pratt and Hodgkinson, North gate, Newark-upon- 


Trent 

King, Thomas, Old Compton st, Soho. Dec 10 at 2 at Guildhall? 
Tavern, Gresham st. Chapman, London Wall 

Lakin, James, Birmingham, Stationer. Dec 13 at 2 at offices of 
Spyer and Son, Winchester House, Old Broad st. Reece and Co, 

Birmingham 

Land, Samuel, Twycross, Leicester, Farmer. Dec 20 at 1 at Midland 
Hotel, Burton-upon- Trent. Cooper and Chawner, Utoxeter 

Lawrence, Nathan, Hunter st, Euston rd, Wholesale Optician. Dec 
9 at 2 at offices of Rubenstein, Raymond bigs, Gray’s inn 

Lazenby, John William, Huddersfield, Grocer. Dec 13 at 11 at offices 
of Milnes and Swift, New st, Huddersfield 

Lemay, Allan, Blackman st, Newington, Hosier. Dec 13 at 12 at 145, 
Cheapside. Shearman, Gresham st 

Levans, George, Middleton, Lancaster, Joiner. Dec 13 at 3 at offices 
of Davies, Clegg st, Oldham 

Lines, Albert, Paulswalden, Hertford, Publican. Dec 14 at 12 at 
offices of Oakes, Market pl, Hitchin’ 

Living, Robert Josiah, Great Chesterford, Essex, Miller. Dec I4at 
= - offices of Ellison and Co, Alexander street, Petty Cury; Cam- 

ridge 

Lyman, Joseph, West Bromwich, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 14 at 11 at 
offices of Jackson and § . High st, West Bromwich 

Mahony Charjes, Dewsbury, York, Dentist. Dec 14 at 3 at offices of 
Mitcheson, Union st, Heckmondwike 

Mann, Charies Edwin, Brighton, Furniture Dealer. Dec l5 at 3 at 
offices of Goodman, Nort st, Brighton 

Marsh, James, Leigh, Lancaster, Coal Merchant. Dee 14 at 11 at 
offices of ee og tn Dickinson st, Manchester 

rge E 


Dec 11 at lat 


\. ward, Wakefield, York, Joiner. Oct 11 at 10.30 
at offices of Iansons and Co, Barstow sq, Wakefield 
McKenzy, Geary, jar, Birmingham, Merchant. Dec 13 at 12.30 at 
offices of Marigold and Co, V aterloo st, Birmingham 
McMahon, Jose % Live i. Provision  esnenaes Dec 13 at 3 at 
offices of Cow South John st, Liverpool 
Mallin, Bamulghirkcal, Lancaster, ronmonger. Dec 14 at $ at 
offices of Be Wright st, ~~ 
Martin, Robert Slater, and Martin, Ely, Cambridge. 
Farmers. Dec 30 at 11 at offices of Deacon and W ilkins, Cross st, 
Peterborough | 
Middleton, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. ot 6 at llat 
offices of Pickering, pening gow st, Kingston. So 
nk H no 10 at 4 at Pro- 


8, 
vincial Hotel, Hastings. - Hare Ola Broad si 
Mills, Matthew, Warwick, Baker. Dec 16 at 12 at offices of Sander- 


on, Church st, Warwick 
ew po? IT Geveee. pe 20 at 2 at offices of 


‘Deo 13 at Sat offoes of Baztow 
— =0 88 Gon xton, Fire Brick Merchant. Deo 13 at 
at offi Briton seaeellie a Fs 


pee mae, Ae eg bes oe Dec 16 at 1 at offices. 
0 je an ‘ollingwood st, Newcastle-upoa-Tyne 
one als and Barnstaple, Grocer, Dec 9 at a tes Castle Hotel,. 
aatle nS Sister. Plow 

, Hulme, Manchester, Outfitter, Dec 16 at 3 at offices. 


of Aire and Co, Peter st, Manchester 








Go, Fhilbarenonie Chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff, William Jones, 
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pamices siccnest tc Caneie, hemante wR. G H. JONES, 
Nathaniel, Chatteris, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 21'at 11 at 


uae of Fosters -and Co, st, ge 
ge, William, gham, Builder. Déc 10 at 12 
at Queen’ Hotel, ' Sathanaets yh, Direaiigeenn: +t 


Penived, cess ore , Northampton, Innkeeper. 
21 at 11 at offices of > etn Jackson, Oxford st, Walling, 


Price, Charles, Montgomery. Farmer. Dec 11 at 2 at Castle Hotel, 
Bishop’s Castle. ton and Sons, Ludlow 
i John, naioen James on Davies; Birmingham, Ruilders. Dec 15 
at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Pryor, Alfred. and John William Pryor, Penryn, Cornwall, Whole- 
sale Grocers, Dec 14 at 2.30 at offices of Jenkins, Post Office bldgs 


Falmouth 
, Richard, Clarence place, Deptford, General Merchant. Dec 13 
at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Howard and Shelton, 
Threadneedle st 
‘ migiey, Hugh ee Liverpool, eee Maker. Dec 20 at 12 at the 
e ew Exchange bidgs, George yd, Lombard st. Gasquet, Queen st, 
heapete 
Rawkins, William Henry, Barclay rd, Walham gn, Wine Merchant, 
Dec 7 at 2.30 at offices of Jonas, Bruton st, Bond st 
Robinson, Thomas Hope, Old Broad st, Merchant. Dec 14 at 12 at 
offices of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul’s churchyard 
Rough, David Ramsay, Manchester, Woollen Merchant. Dec 10 at3 
at offices of Bowden, King st, Manchester 
Rutherford. Robert, Newcastle-upon- Tyne, Luncheon Room Keeper. 
Dee 16 at 11 ‘at offices of Scott, Whitehouse buildings, Pilgrim st, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Shepherd, William, Seymour pl, Milk Seller. Dec 14 at 12 at offices 
of Sampson, Marylebone rd 
Southgate, Woodhouse, Wall Heath, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 14 at 12 at offices of Willcock, ‘Queen st, Ww olverhampton 
Steel, Alexander, Wandsworth rd, Oil and Colourman. Dec 9 at 10 
at the Mason’s hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue. Rashleigh, Borough 
High street 


Steer, George, Chapel st, Pentonville, Oil and Colourman. Dec 14 

» at 2. at the Mason’s hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. 
Bassett, Peckham Rye 

Stephens, John, Bulley, Gloucester, Bott and Shoe Naker. Dec 16 
at 11 at offices of York, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Stevens, William Joseph, Valentine ‘rd, Hackney, Grocer. Dec 7 
at 3 at 12 Bishopsgatest. Cridge, Bishopsgate st Within 

Stocking, Frederick William, Gayford rd, Shepherd’s bush, Builder. 
Dec 13 at 4 at 161, Edgware rd, Hyde pk. ortin 

Thomas, John, Rhosymaen, Cardigan, Farmer. Dec 11 at 2 at 
offices of Pugh, Bridge st, "Aberayron. 

Thornton, John Hirst, Leeds, Beiding Manufacturer, Dec 10 at 3at 
the Creditor’s Association, Park row, Leeds 

Thurston, John William, Winchester, Licensed Victualler, Dec 10 
at 3 at 3 at = Black Swan Hotel, High st, Winchester. Shutte, 
Southam 
Tranah, peed Arthur, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hotel Ki r. Dec 
14 at 12.30 at Tranah’s Hotel Ingham pl, Shieldfield. Waistell, 
Northallerton 

Turner, Joseph Brooke, Lockwood Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth 
Manufacturer. Dec 13 at 3 at George Hotel, St. Georges sq, Hud- 
dersfield. Berry, Huddersfield 

Vendrell, Firmin, Gracechurch st, Hair Dresser. Dec 13 at 11 at 
offices of Angell and Co, Gresham st 

Waldman, Michael, Hoxton sq, Hoxton, Boot Machinist. Dec 14 at 
3 at offices of Sydney, Coleman st 

Westoby, William, Goxhill, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 10 at 1 at Angell 
Inn, Brigg. Stead and Sibree, Kingston- upon-Hull 

Westward, Joseph, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Frnuiterer. Dec 16 at11 
at offices of Addison, High st, Brierley Hill 

White, John, West Bromwich, Stafford, Florist. Dec 13 at 11 at 
offices of Jackson and Sharpe, High st, West Bromwich 

Williems, David, Wombourne, Stafford, out of business. Dec 10 at 
3 at office of Rhodes, een st, Wolv érhampton 

Williams, Elijah, Langley, Worcester, Coal Dealer. Dec 9 at 2 at 
offices of Forrest, a st, Oldbury 

Williams, William , Blaina, Monmouth, Grocer. Dec 14 at 
3 at the Queen’s Hotel, ~ Be Morgan, Pontypool 

Woodhouse, A Frederick, Smethwick, Stafford. Dec 10 at 11 
at offices of en, Bennett’s ‘pill, Birmingham 

Woolley, William Thomas, Handel "House, Brixton Rise, Pianoforte 
Seller. Dec 13 at2 at offices of Hope, Chancery lane 

Yates, Frederick Helmsley, Leicester, Stone Mason. Dec 20 at 
Hh at offices of Hincks, neks, Bowling green 6 st, Leicester 








Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted, 

The Facuity pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admiztore, it surts all palates, 

keeps better iwall climates, and is four times the strength of 


cocoas 
THICKEN Pe scam WEAKENED with starch, &c., and 1m REALITY CHEAPER 
than such 


Made letaemaouiy with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break. 
fast Cap, costing less than a halfpenny, 

CocostTima A La Vantin is the most. strc digestible, cheapest 
Van'sia Chocolate, aud may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


vb» 

lo tis packets at ls, 64,, 3s,, 58. 64, &e., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 

+H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL STREET, LONDON 
(Opposite the British Museum), 
poten wy post, whlch ex Slats Got mest eninns spuvemel tio clean! 
ment of ARTI ETH without pain. 
prt FREE FROM 10 TO 5. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE BSR MAKERS 


Y SPECIAL. APPOINTME 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, & 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, ZC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94. CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AW.—Wanted, a Situation as Junior Clerk, to 

assist in the copying and engrossing and general office work, 

Highest references and — Wuire, 1, St. James’s- 
gardens, Queen’s-crescent, N.W. 


WANTED, a Clerkship where Advertiser could 

n experience in Shipping Law. Admitted last year, 
Anxious to apes hard. Well up in Common Law and Bankruptey. 
Salary a minor consideration.—Address, J. W. 60, eaeunn Deacons, 
154, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 


W ANTED, Clerkship in a Solicitor’s Office. Five 
years’ general experience. Moderate salary required.— 


Address, P. S. Youne, ‘Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 52, Carey- 
street, W.C. 


W ANTED, by a Solicitor (lately admitted), a 
Clerkship in a well-established town or country firm. Em. 
perience chief object.—Address, F'., 129, Gower-street. 


R. MEADOWS, of Bond-court-chambers, Wal- 
brook, London,. Solicitor, Author of ‘‘ Questions on Con- 
veyancing and Real Property Law,” continues to Read -aoryqen 4 
with Articled Clerks preparing for the Intermediate, Final, and 
Honours Examinations. 
“0 SOLICITORS—A Married Physician, living 
thirty miles from London, requires a Boarder (Invalid or other- 
wise) ; every home comfort. Failing the above, his two daughters 
desire to educate two young children. Terms £200 per annum. 


Liberal bonus to gentleman procuring above.—Cuirvre, St. Bar- 
tholomew’s Hospital, London. 


yo SOLICITORS and Others.—Furnished Rooms, 
suitable for Arbitration, Meetings of Creditors, &¢.—For 
particulars apply at Inquiry Ottice, 57 and 58, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


Te SOLICITORS and Others.—Furnished or Un- 


furnished Offices to be Let.in new buildings, Nos. 57 and 58, 
Chancery-lane.—Particulars to be obtained at Inquiry Office, 57 and 
58, / Chancery- lane, W.c. 


A CITY SOLICITOR having larger Offices than he 
reqnires, in an excellent position, will let part furnished.. An 

arrangement could be made as to Clerks if desired.—Address, Lux, 
sare of Mr. Norman, 74, Old Broad-strevt, London, E.C. 



































EVIDENCE. 
A GENTLEMAN, who has had the entire charge 
of several heavy cases in litigation, and who has just 


returned from a tour round the world, which he has made on 
behalf of an eminent firm of Solicitors in Lincoln’ s-inn, having 
brought to a successful issue the object of his mission, is a pea 
UNDERTAKE the GETTING UP of EVIDENCBH, and the obtaining 
of reliable information in any litigious matter of importance. He has 
very exceptionable facilities for obtaining information in London ; 
is personall juainted with every town of importance in Great 
Britain and I ; and has trustworthy Agents in all parts of 
America, India, Australia, and New Zealand. He does not solicit 
work which would fall within the provinee of, or could be under- 
taken by, an ordinary clerk, and may be treated in any matter - 
trusted to him, so far as confidence and secrecy are concerned, 
one of the firm; and as he undertakes but one matter at the om 
he is prepared, as hitherto, to devote his whole and | ee 
tention to it. The ye wishes it understood 1) rl Profs 
mone yo ——s through the medium of the he Le; 
licitors may avail themselves of 

atone ean ever aaaoe known, should sueh * decmed advisable in in 
what actual capacity me is acting in the mat 

For obvious reasons the Advertiser does rani here give his name 
and address, but will be happy to a ay oe only) od 
receipt of sete mpg Hager dh on ha personally 

communication, or he will be 

npon any Bolicitor in the United Kingdom at his (t (the clea 
own ex) n receipt, of a request so to do,—Bolicitors will 





please EGAL, 117, Chancery-lane, W.C, 








CY te een ae 2 ee 


